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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 


Executive Order 11371 
ESTABLISHMENT OF THE NEW ENGLAND RIVER BASINS COMMISSION 


WHEREAS the Water Resources Planning Act (hereinafter 
referred to as the Act, 79 Stat. 244, 42 U.S.C. 1962 e¢ seg.) authorizes 
the President to declare the establishment of a river basin water and 
related land resources commission when a request for such a commis- 
sion is addressed in writing to the Water Resources Council (here- 
inafter referred to as the Council) by the Governor of a State 
within which all or part of the basin or basins concerned are located 
and when such a request is concurred in by the Council and — 
less than one-half of the States within which portions of the basin 
or basins concerned are located; and 


WHEREAS the Council, by resolution adopted October 14, 1965, 
concurred in the request of the Governor of the State of Maine, as 
Chairman of the New England Governors’ Conference, and did 
itself request that the President declare the establishment of the 
New England River Basins Commission under the provisions of 
section 201 of the Act; and 


WHEREAS the request of the Governor of the State of Maine 
and the resolution of the Council of October 14, 1965, her with 
written concurrences by the Governors of the States of Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and 
= ork, satisfy the formal requirements of section 201 of the Act; 


WHEREAS it appears that it would be in the public interest and 


in keeping with the intent of Congress to declare the establishment 
of ook a Commission : 


NOW, THEREFORE, by virtue of the authority vested in me b 
section 201 of the Act, and as President of the United States, it is 
ordered as follows: 


Section 1. New England River Basins Commission. It is hereby 
declared that the New England River Basins Commission is estab- 
lished under the provisions of Title II of the Act. 


Src. 2. Jurisdiction of Commission. It is hereby determined that the 
jurisdiction of the New England River Basins Commission referred 
to in section 1 of this order (hereinafter referred to as the Commis- 
sion) shall extend to the area of the six New England States of Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, and Rhode 
Island, together with that portion of the State of New York within 
the drainage area of the Housatonic River, but specifically excluding 
those portions of the States of Vermont and Massachusetts within the 
drainage area of the Hudson River and excluding also that portion 
of the State of Vermont within the drainage area of Lake Champlain, 
in accordance with the request of the Governor of the State of Maine. 
concurred in by the Governors of the other New England States and 
New York, and in accordance with the resolution of the Council. 


Sec. 3. Membership of Commission. It is hereby determined that, 
in accordance with section 202 of the Act, the Commission shall consist 
of the following: 





THE PRESIDENT 


(1) a Chairman to be appointed by the President, 


(2), one member from each of the following Federal. departments 
and agencies: Department'of Agriculture, Department of theiArmy, 
Department of Diamanen Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Department of Housing and Urban Development, Depart- 
ment of the Interior, Department of Transportation, and Federal 
Power Commission, each such member to be appointed by the head of 
each department or independent agency he represents, 

(3) one member from each of the following States: Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and 
New York, and 

(4) one member from each interstate agency created by an inter- 
state compact to which the consent of Congress has been given and 
whose jurisdiction extends to the waters of the area specified in 
section 2. : 


Sec. 4, Functions to be performed. The Commission and its'Chair- 
man, members, and employees are hereby authorized to perform and 
exercise, with respect to the jurisdiction specified in section 2 of this ~ 
order, the functions, powers, and duties of such a Commission and 
of such Chairman, members, and employees, respectively, as set out 
in Title II of the Act. 


Src. 5. Znternational coordination. The Chairman of the Commis- 
sion is hereby authorized and directed to refer to the Council any 
matters under consideration by the Commission which relate to the 
areas of interest or jurisdiction of the International Joint Commis- 
sion, United States and Canada. The Council shall consult on these 
matters as appropriate with the Department of State and the Inter- 
national Joint Commission through its United States Section for the 
purpose of enhancing international coordination. 


Sec. 6. Reporting to the President. The Chairman of the Commis- 
sion shall report to the President through the Council. 


Teter 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10628 ; Filed, Sept. 7, 1967 ; 3: 20 p.m.] 


Tue Wurre Hovss, 
September 6, 1967. 
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Rules and Regulations 


-Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter Vil—Agricultural Stabiliza- 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart- 
ment of Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 


[Amdt, 26] 


PART 724—BURLEY, FLUE-CURED, 
FIRE-CURED, DARK AIR-CURED, 
VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, CIGAR- 
BINDER (TYPES 51 AND 52), CIGAR- 
FILLER AND BINDER (TYPES 42, 43, 
44, 53, 54, AND 55), AND MARY- 
LAND TOBACCO 


Subpart—Tobacco Allotment and 
Marketing Quota Regulations, 
1963-64 and Subsequent Market- 
ing Years 


MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS 


Basis and purpose. (a) This amend- 
ment is issued pursuant to the Agricul- 
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1281 et seq.) and as 
further amended by Public Law 90-51 
(approved July 7, 1967) and Public Law 
90-52 (approved July 7, 1967), and is 
made for the purpose of q1) amending 
§ 724.67(g) to remove the 5-acre limita- 
tion on the acreage which may be leased 
for 1968 or a subsequent year, as required 
by Public Law 90-52, (2) amending 
§ 724.60 to discontinue for 1968 and sub- 
sequent years combination of fire-cured 
and Virginia sun-cured tobacco allot- 
ments, as required by Public Law 90-51, 
(3) establishing the procedure for trans- 
fer of allotments by lease, sale, or by the 
owner under section 318 of the act, as 
added by Public Law 90-51, and (4) 
amending other sections of the regula- 
tions to conform to the provisions of 
Public Law 90-51. 

(b) Public notice of intention to 
formulate the amendment herein was 
published in the Feperat RecisTer of 
August 2, 1967 (32 F.R. 11225), condi- 
tioned upon a determination that trans- 
fer of tobacco allotments by lease, sale, or 
by the owner would not impair the ef- 
fective operation of the tobacco market- 
ing quota or price support program. Con- 
sideration has been given to data, views, 
and recommendations received pursuant 
to such notice within the limits permitted 
by the act. It has been determined, as in- 
dicated in § 724.72, that authorization 
for such transfers of tobacco allotments 
by lease, sale, or by the owner, beginning 
with the 1968 crop of tobacco, will not 
impair the effective operation of the 
tobacco marketing quota or price support 
Program. Since farmers will soon be 


making plans to transfer allotments by 
lease, sale, or by the owner to take effect 
with the 1968 crop of tobacco, it is es- 
sential that this amendment be made 
eer are ne nem 8 Peaiaan AOMEEN 

this amendment shall become effective 
upon the filing of this document with 
the -Director, Office of the Federal 


Register. 
1, Section 724.60(b) is amended to 
read as follows: 


§ 724.60 Farms divided or combined. 


. * 7 * * 


(b) Combination of farms for 1963 
through 1967 having history acreage of 
fire-cured (type 21) and Virginia sun- 
cured (type 37). For the years 1963 
through 1967, if, as a result of a combina- 
tion of two or more farms, or otherwise, 
the tobacco history acreage for a farm for 
the year preceding the current year in- 
cludes tobacco history acreage for both 
fire-cured (type 21) tobacco and Virginia 
sun-cured (type 37) tobacco, a single 
combined acreage allotment for one of 
such two kinds of tobacco shall be estab- 
lished for the farm for the current and 
subsequent years. The county committee 
shall mail a written notice to the own- 
er(s) of such farm that such a single 
combined acreage allotment is being es- 
tablished and such owner(s) may, with- 
in 15 days of the mailing of such notice, 
designate the kind of tobacco (type 21 or 
type 37) for which an allotment shall 
be established. If such owner, or if there 
is more than one owner the representa- 
tive of all owners, does not designate the 
type of tobacco for which the combined 
allotment is to be established within 15 
days, or within any extension of time 
which may be granted by the county 
committee, the county committee, with 
the approval of a representative of the 
State committee, shall designate the sin- 
gle combined acreage allotment for the 
farm as either for fire-cured (type 21) 
tobacco or Virginia sun-cured (type 37) 
tobacco on the basis of the prevalent 
kind of tobacco grown in the area in 
which the farm is located, the curing 
facilities on the farm, and the proximity 
and nature of markets. The allotment es- 
tablished for the one kind of tobacco for 
the current year shall be equal to the 
total of the allotment for the two kinds 
of tobacco which would have been other- 
wise established, and for years previous 
to the current year the tobacco history 
acreage shall include the tobacco history 
acreage for both kinds of tobacco and 
effect shall be given for such years to the 
provisions of § 377 of the act. The pro- 
visions of this paragraph shall apply to 
a farm the acreage allotments for which 
are in a pool (see § 724.59). 


2. Section 724.62 is amended by add- 


ing to paragraph (b) ee (11) 
to read as follows: 


§ 724.62 Determination of acreage allot- 
ments for new farms. 
a . * * a 
(b) ses 
(11) Any farm from which the entire 
farm allotment for fire-cured, dark air- 
cured, or Virginia sun-cured tobacco is 
transferred by sale, lease, or by owner to 
another farm owned or controlled by 
him, under § 724.72, shall not be eligible 
for a new farm tobacco allotment for the 
kind transferred during the 5 years fol- 
— the year in which such transfer 
e. 


. * . . * 


3. Section 724.67 (a) and (g) are 
amended to read as follows: 


§ 724.67 Lease and transfer of tobacco 
acreage allotment. 


(a) For 1966 and 1967 crops of fire- 
cured, dark air-cured, Virginia sun- 
cured, cigar-binder (types 51 and 52), or 
Maryland tobacco and for 1968 and 1969 
crops of cigar-binder (types 51 and 52) 
or Maryland tobacco, notwithstanding 
the provisions of §§ 724.50 through 724.66, 
but subject to the limitations provided in 
this section, the owner and operator (act- 
ing together if different persons) of any 
farm for which an old farm tobacco 
acreage allotment or fire-cured, dark air- 
cured, Virginia sun-cured, cigar-binder 
(types 51 and 52), or Maryland tobacco 
is established for the current year may 
lease and transfer all or any part of such 
allotment to any other owner or operator 
of a farm in the same county with a cur- 
rent year’s allotment (old or new farm) 
for the same kind of tobacco for use on 
such farm. Such lease and transfer of 
allotment acreage shall be recognized 
and considered valid by the county com- 
mittee subject to the conditions set forth 
in this section. 


(g) (1) For the 1963, 1964, 1965, 1966, 
and 1967 crops, no one farm may receive 
by lease and transfer more than 5 acres 
of allotment acreage (prior to any ad- 
justment under par. (e) of this section 
for normal yields): Provided, That the 
total acreage allotted to any farm after 
such transfer (the sum of its own allot- 
ment and the acreage leased and trans- 
ferred to it prior to any adjustment in 
normal yields) shall not exceed 50 per- 
— of the acreage of cropland in the 

‘arm. 

(2) For 1968and succeeding crops the 
total acreage allotted to any farm after 
the transfer by lease of tobacco acreage 
allotment to the farm (the sum of its 
own allotment and the acreage leased 
and transferred to it after any adjust- 
ment in normal yields) shall not exceed 
50 percent of the acreage of cropland in 
the farm. 
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4. A new § 724.72 is added to read as 
follows: 


§ 724.72 ‘Transfer of fire-cured, dark 

a air-cured, and Virginia sun-cured to- 
bacco allotments by lease, sale, or by 
owner to another of his farms, under 
section 318 of the act. 


Based on the present and future out- 
look of production and disappearance of 
fire-cured, dark air-cured, and Virginia 
sun-cured tobacco, it has been deter- 
mined that transfer of tobacco allot- 
ments by lease, sale, or by the owner 
will not impair the effective operation 
of the 1968 and subsequent years’ mar- 
keting quota or price support programs 
for such kinds of tobacco. Since the 1967 
crop has been planted and is about to 
be harvested, it has been determined 
that the provisions of section 318 of the 
act shall not be effective for such crop. 
Transfers under section 318 of the act 
shall be handled in accordance with this 
section. 

(a) Persons eligible to file applica- 
tions for transfers—(1) Sale or lease. 
Effective beginning with the 1968 crop, 
the owner and operator of any old farm, 
as defined in § 724.51(r), for which a 
fire-cured, dark air-cured, or Virginia 
sun-cured tobacco allotment is or will 
be established for the year in which a 
transfer by sale or lease is to take effect, 
is eligible to file an application for sale 
or lease of all or part or the right to all 
or part of an allotment for any or all of 
such kinds of tobacco to any other owner 
or operator of a farm in the same county 
without regard to whether such farm 
has a tobacco allotment for the kind to 
be transferred. If the owner and operator 
of the farm from which transfer by sale 
or lease is to be made are different per- 
sons, both such persons shall execute 
the application. 

(2) By owner. Effective beginning 
with the 1968 crop, the owner of any old 
tobacco farm, as defined in § 724.51(r), 
for which a fire-cured, dark air-cured, 
or Virginia sun-cured tobacco allotment 
is or will be established for the year in 
which the transfer is to take effect is 
eligible to file an application to transfer 
an allotment, for a term of years desig- 
nated by the owner, or permanently for 
any or all of such kinds of tobacco from 
a farm to another farm in the same 
county owned or controlled by such 
owner. 

(b) Date for filing application. Appli- 
cations shall be filed for transfers to take 
effect in the current year during the 
period October 1 of the preceding year 
and not later than May 1 of the current 
year. 

(c) Where to file application. Applica- 
tions shall be filed with the county com- 
mittee of the county where the farm is 
administratively located. _ 

(d) Maximum period of lease appli- 
cation. Applications for transfer of al- 
lotments by lease shall not exceed 5 years. 

€e) When application is effective. An 
application for transfer shall not be 
effective until the county committee de- 
termines it to be in compliance with the 
provisions of this section. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(f) Productivity adjustments—(1) Re- 
duction in farm allotments being trans- 
ferred. The county committee shall de- 
termine a normal yield per acre, in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of § 724.61 
in the case of old farms and § 724.63 in 
the case of new farms for each farm 
from which, and for each farm to which, 
a tobacco acreage allotment or any part 
thereof is transferred. If the normal yield 
for the farm. to which transfer is made 
for the year the transfer is to take effect 
exceeds the normal yield for the farm 
from which transfer is made for the year 
the transfer is to take effect by more than 
10 percent, the allotment so transferred 
shall be reduced for. differences in farm 
productivity. The county committee shall 
determine the amount of allotment to be 
transferred by sale, lease, and by owner, 
where productivity. adjustment is re- 
quired under this paragraph as follows: 
(i) Multiply the normal yjeld established 
for the farm from which the allotment 
is being transferred by the acreage being 
transferred, then (ii) divide the result by 
the normal] yield established for the farm 
to which the allotment is transferred. 
The amount of allotment so transferred 
from a farm shall be the full amount 
and the amount of allotment so trans- 
ferred to a farm shall be the reduced 
amount. In the case of temporary trans- 
fers of allotment for 1 or more years by 
lease or by owner, the productivity ad- 
justment and amount of allotment so 
transferred shall be redetermined by the 
county committee each year the transfer 
remains in effect. 

(2) Adjustment in farm history acre- 
age. The farm history acreage for the 
immediately preceding 5 years on farms 
from which and to which permanent 
transfers of allotment are made shall be 
adjusted by the county committee for 
each of the base years to correspond with 
the amount of allotment transferred 
between the farms. In the case of tempo- 
rary transfers of allotment for 1 or more 
years by lease or by owner, there shall 
be no reduction in farm history acreage 
on the farm from which the transfer is 
made and no farm history acreage shall 
be transferred to the receiving farm. 

(g) Sale and lease transfers—limit on 
amount of acreage transferred. The total 
of the fire-cured, dark air-cured, or Vir- 
ginia sun-cured tobacco allotment which 
may be transferred for each kind of 
tobacco, by sale, lease, or by owner, to a 
farm shall not exceed 10 acres of allot- 
ment: Provided, That the total of each 
acreage for each kind of tobacco allotted 
to any farm after such transfer (the sum 
of its own allotment and the acreage 
transferred after any adjustment in nor- 
mal yields for the current year) shall not 
exceed 50 per centum of the. acreage of 
cropland in the farm. The cropland in 
the farm for the current year for pur- 
poses of such transfers shail be the total 
cropland as defined in Part 719 of this 
chapter. If the farm to which allotment 
is to be transferred is made up of two 
or more separately owned tracts, each 
separately owned tract shall be consid- 
ered a farm for the purpose of applying 
limitations of this paragraph. 


th) No transfer of new farm allot. 
ment,,No transfer of allotment shall be 
made from a arm for the year in which 
the farm receives a new farm allotment, 

(i) No transfers by sale from farms to 
which transfer by sale within 3 years, 
No transfer by sale shall be made from 
any farm to which allotment was trans- 
ferred by sale within the three imme- 
diately preceding crop years. 

(j) Transfer of pooled allotments. Al- 
lotments established for a farm as pooled 
allotment under Part 719 of this chapter 
may be transferred (1) on a permanent 
basis during the 3-year life of the pooled 
allotment or (2) on a temporary basis 
for a term of years not to exceed the re- 
maining number of crops years of such 
3-year period. 

(k) Consent of lienholder. No transfer 
of allotment shall be made from a farm 
subject to a mortgage or other lien unless 
the transfer is agreed to in writing by the 
the lienholder. 

() New farm eligibility. Any farm 
from which the entire farm allotment is 
transferred shall not be eligible for a 
new farm tobacco allotment for the kind 
transferred during the 5 years following 
the year in which such transfer is made. 

(m) Farms in conservation programs. 
Transfers from a farm covered by a con- 
servation reserve contract, cropland 
conversion agreement, cropland adjust- 
ment agreement, or other similar land 
utilization agreement shall be made sub- 
ject to an appropriate adjustment in the 
rates of payment under such contract or 
agreement but no adjustment shall be 
made in such contract or agreements on 
the farm to which a transfer is made. 

(n) Subleasing prohibited. No transfer 
by lease shall be made from a farm re- 
ceiving allotment under a transfer by 
lease for the term of the latter lease. 

(o) . Limitation on transfers to and 
from a farm in the same year. No trans- 
fer of allotment for any year shall be 
made (1) from a farm receiving allot- 
ment by transfer for such. year or (2) 
to a farm which had allotment trans- 
ferred from it for such year. 

(p) Transfer of acreage history, farm 
base, and marketing quota. Transfer of 
allotment shall have the effect of trans- 
ferring the acreage history, farm base, 
and marketing quota attributable to such 
allotment and in the case of a transfer 
by lease upon the expiration of the lease 
the transferred allotment shall be con- 
sidered for purposes of establishing fu- 
ture allotments to have been*planted on 
the farm from which such allotment was 
transferred. 

(q) Liability of operators of farms re- 
ceiving transferred acreage by lease. The 
acreage allotment for a farm determined 
after transfer by lease shall be the allot- 
ment for such farm for the current year 
only for the purposes of determining (1) 
excess Acreage, (2) the amount of penalty 
to be collected on marketings of excess 
tobacco including absorption of carry- 
over penalty tobacco, (3) eligibility for 
price support, and (4) the farm market- 
ing quota and the percentage reduction 
for a violation in the allotment for the 
farm (see § 72498). Such percentage 
reduction determined as applicable when 
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the violation occurred shall be applied to 
the allotment being reduced prior to any 
transfer of allotment by lease. 

(r) Reconstituted farms. Allotments 
for reconstituted farms shall be divided 
or combined in accordance with Part 719 
of this chapter. For this purpose, the 
farm acreage allotment being divided or 
combined for a farm in the current year 
shall be the allotment after transfer by 
lease has been made. Notwithstanding 
the above, in the case of divisions, the 
county committee may allocate the acre- 
age involved that was transferred by 
lease to the tracts involved in the division 
as the farm operators interested in such 
tracts agree in writing. 

(s) Farm in violation. The maximum 
acreage that can be transferred from a 
farm is the effective allotment for the 
current year. If a violation on the trans- 
ferring farm is determined after the 
transfer but the operator of the receiv- 
ing farm was not involved in the viola- 
tion, the allotment so transferred shall 
not be subject to a reduction: Provided, 
That if the transfer was by lease, when 
the allotment is restored to the transfer- 
ring farm the allotment reduction shall 
be effected. 

(t) Approval of transfers. The county 
committee shall approve transfers of al- 
lotment only if it determines that a 
timely filed application has been received 
and that the transfer complies with the 
requirements of this section. No trans- 
fers shall be effective until approval as 
provided under Paragraph is ob- 
tained. 

(u) Notice of revised allotments. The 
county committee shall issue revised 
notices of farm allotment for each farm 
affected by the transfer of allotment. 

(v) Cancellation, revisions, or dissolu- 
tion of transfers—(1) Cancellations. If 
@ county ttee obtains evidence 
that the conditions applicable to any 
transfer of allotment under this section 
have not been met, the committee on 
the basis of such evidence shall deter- 
mine whether such conditions have been 
met and if not met, shall cancel the 
transfer of allotment. Where the trans- 
fer of an allotment is canceled, the 
county committees shall issue revised 
notices of allotment showing the rea- 
sons for the cancellation. Any cancella- 
tion made with respect to a farm’s acre- 
age allotment for the current year shall 
be made no later than May 1 of the cur- 
rent year. If the cancellation is not made 
by such date for the current year, the 
cancellation shall be made with respect 
to the acreage allotment next established 
for the farm, but no later than by cor- 
responding date in a subsequent year. 

(2) Revision or dissolution. An agrée- 
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Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 5; 1967. 
H. D. Govrrey, 


Administrator, Agricultural Sta- 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

[P.R. Doc. 67-10567; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 am.] 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 


[Orange Reg. 57] 


PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 


Limitation of Shipments 


Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905), 
regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore- 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor- 
mation, it is hereby found that the limi- 
tation of shipments of oranges, except 
Temple and Murcott Honey oranges, as 
hereinafter provided, will tend to effec- 
tuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) Itis hereby further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, en- 
gage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
regulation until 30 days after publica- 
tion thereof in the Preprrat RecisTer (5 
U.S.C. 553) because the time interven- 
ing between the date when information 
upon which this section is based became 
available and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to effectu- 
ate the declared policy of the act is in- 
sufficient; a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for preparation 
for such effective time; and good cause 
exists for making the Ee ae hereof 


to the amended marketing agreement 

and order; the recommendation and sup- 

porting information for regulation dur- 
period herein 


ment to transfer an allotment may be — 


dissolved at the request of all parties to 
the agreement by so notifying the county 
committee in writing not later than the 
close of business on May 1 of the current 
year, 


Effective date: Date of publication in 
the FeperaL REGISTER. 


recommendation of the committee, and 
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information concerning such provisions 
and effective time has been disseminated 
among handlers of such oranges; it is 
necessary, in order to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the act, to make this 
regulation effective during the period 
hereinafter set forth so as to provide for 
the continued regulation of the handling 
of oranges, except Temple and Murcott 
Honey oranges, and compliance with this 
section will not require any special prep- 
aration on the part of the persons subject 
thereto which cannot be completed by 
the effective time hereof. 


§ 905.496 Orange Regulation 57. 


(a) Order. (1) During the period Sep- 
tember 11, 1967, through September 8, 
1968, no handler shall ship between the 
production area and any point outside 
thereof in the continental United States, 
Canada, or Mexico: 

(i) Any oranges, except Temple and 
Murcott Honey oranges, grown in the 
production area, which do not grade at 
least U.S. No. 2 Russet; or 

(ii) Any oranges, except Temple and 
Murcott Honey oranges, grown in the 
production area, which are of a size 
smaller than 2%. inches in diameter, ex- 
cept that a tolerance of 10 percent, by 
count, of oranges smaller than such min- 
imum diameter shall be permitted, which 
tolerance shall be applied in accordance 
with the provisions for the application of 
tolerances specified in the U.S. Stand- 
ards for Florida Oranges and Tangelos: 
Provided, That in determining the per- 
centage of oranges in any lot which are 
smaller than 2%, inches in diameter, 
such percentage shall be based only on 
those oranges in such lot which are of a 
size 2'%. inches in diameter or smaller. 

(3) Terms used in the amended mar- 
keting agreement and order shall, when 
used herein, have the same meaning as 
is given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and or- 
der; and terms relating to grade, diam- 
eter, standard pack, and standard box, 
as used herein, shall have the applicable 
meaning given to the respective term in 
the U.S. Standards for Florida Oranges 
and Tangelos (§§ 51.1140—51.1178 of this 
title). 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 7, 1967. 


Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
—, Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 
[P.R. Doc. 67-10646; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Grapefruit Reg. 66] 
PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 


TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 


Limitation of Shipments 


Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905), 
regulating the handling of oranges, 
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grapefruit, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the ap- 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore- 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor- 
mation, it is hereby found that the limi- 
tation of shipments of grapefruit, as 
hereinafter provided, will tend to effec- 
tuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no- 
tice, engage in public rule-making proce- 
dure, and postpone the effective date of 
this regulation until 30 days after pub- 
lication thereof in the FepERAL REGISTER 
(5 U.S.C. 553) because the time inter- 
vening between the date when informa- 
tion upon which this section is based 
became available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient; a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the pro- 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. Shipments of all grapefruit, 
grown in the production area, are pres- 
ently subject to regulation by grades 
and sizes, pursuant to the amended mar- 
keting agreement and order; the recom- 
mendation and supporting information 
for regulation during the period specified 
herein were promptly submitted to the 
Department after an open meeting of the 
Growers Administrative Committee on 
September 5, 1967, such meeting was 
held to consider recommendations for 
regulation, after giving due notice of 
such meeting, and interested persons 
were afforded an opportunity to submit 
their views at this meeting; the provi- 
sions of this section, including the effec- 
tive time hereof, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com- 
mittee, and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
grapefruit; it is necessary, in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act, 
to make this regulation effective during 
the period hereinafter set forth so as 
to provide for the continued regulation 
of the handling of grapefruit, and com- 
pliance with this section will not require 
any special preparation on the part of 
the persons subject thereto which can- 
not be completed by the effective time 
hereof. 


§ 905.495 Grapefruit Regulation 66. 


(a) Order. (1) During the periods be- 
ginning September 11, 1967, through 
September 8, 1968, no handler shall ship 
between the production area and any 
point outside thereof in the continental 
United States, Canada, or Mexico: 

(i) Any seeded grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which do not grade 
at, least U.S. No. 1; 

; (ii) Any seeded grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which are smaller 
than 3%¢ inches in diameter, except that 
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@ tolerance of 10 percent, by count, of 
seeded grapefruit smaller. than such 
minimum size shall be permitted, which 
tolerance shall be applied in accordance 
with the provisions for the application 
of tolerances, specified in the U.S. Stand- 
ards for Florida Grapefruit; 

(iii) Any seedless grapefruit, grown 
in Regulation Area I, which do not grade 
at least U.S. No. 1; 

(iv) Any seedless grapefruit, grown 
in Regulation Area II, which do not grade 
at least Improved No. 2; or 

(v) Any seedless grapefruit, grown in 
the production area, which are smaller 
than 3%, inches in diameter, except that 
a tolerance of 10 percent, by count, of 
seedless grapefruit smaller than such 
minimum size shall be permitted, which 
tolerance shall be applied in accordance 
with the provisions for the application of 
tolerances, specified in said U.S. Stand- 
ards for Florida Grapefruit. 

’ (2) Terms used in the amended mar- 
keting agreement and order shall, when 
used herein, have the same meaning as 
is given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and or- 
der; and terms relating to grade, di- 
ameter, standard pack, and standard 
box, as used herein, shall have the same 
meaning as is given to the respective 
term in the U.S. Standards for Florida 
Grapefruit (§§ 51.750-51.783 of this 
title); “Improved No. 2” shall mean 
grapefruit grading at least U.S. No. 2 and 
also meeting the requirements of the U.S. 
No. 1 grade as to shape (form) and color. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 7, 1967. 


Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10647; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Valencia Orange Reg. 219] 

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG- 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 


Limitation of Handling 
§ a Valencia Orange Regulation 
(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 


marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908, as a 


grown 

designated part of California, effective 
under the applicable provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
and upon the basis of the recommenda- 
tions and information submitted by the 


tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no- 
tice, engage in public rule-making pro- 
cedure, and postpone the effective date 
of this section until 30 days after pub- 
lication hereof in the Freperat Rectster 
(5 U.S.C. 553) because the time inter- 
vening between the date when informa- 
tion upon which this section is based be- 
came available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act 
is insufficient, and a reasonable time is 
permitted, under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective time; and 
good cause exists for making the provi- 
sions hereof effective as hereinafter set 
forth. The committee held an open meet- 
ing during the current week, after giving 
due notice thereof, to consider supply 
and market conditions for Valencia 
oranges and the need for regulation; in- 
terested persons were afforded an oppor- 
tunity to submit information and views 
at this meeting; the recommendation 
and supporting information for regula- 
tion during the period herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart- 
ment after such meeting was held; the 
provisions of this section, including its 
effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com- 
mittee, and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
Valencia oranges; it is necessary, in 
order to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act, to make this section effective 
during, the period herein specified; and 
compliance with this section will not re- 
quire any special preparation on the part 
of persons subject hereto which cannot 
be completed on or before the effective 
date hereof. Such committee meeting 
was held on September 7, 1967. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quan- 
tities of Valencia oranges grown in Ari- 
zona and designated part of California 
which may be handled during the period 
September 10, 1967, through Septem- 
ber 16, 1967, are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: 119,000 cartons; 

(ii) District 2: 581,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“handler,” “District 1,” “District 2,” “Dis- 
trict 3,” and “cartoon” have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 8, 1967. 
; Pavut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F-R. Doc, 67-10697; Piled, Sept. 8, 1967; 
11:18 a.m.} 
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[Lemon Reg. 284] 


PART 910—LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 


Limitation of Handling 


§ 910.584 Lemon Regulation 284, 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 910, as» amended (7 CFR 
Part 910), regulating the handling of 
lemons grown in California and Arizona, 
effective under the applicable 
of the Agricultural Marketing t 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674), and upon the basis of the recom- 
mendations and information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended 
marketing agreement and order, and 
upon other available information, it is 
hereby found that the limitation of han- 
dling of such lemons, as hereinafter pro- 
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, en- 
gage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the FepERAL ReGistTer (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail- 
able and the time when this section must 
became effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi- 
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for preparation 
for such effective time; and good cause 
exists for making the provisions hereof 
effective as hereinafter set forth. The 
committee held an open meeting during 
the current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for lemons and the need for 
regulation; interested persons were af- 
forded an opportunity to submit infor- 
mation and views at this meeting; the 
recommendation and supporting infor- 
mation for regulation during the period 
specified herein were promptly submit- 
ted to the Department after such meet- 
ing was held; the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recommen- 
dation of the committee, and information 
concerning, such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han- 
dlers of such lemons; it is necessary, in 
order to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act, to make this section effective 
during the period herein specified; and 
compliance with this section will not re- 
quire any special preparation on the part 
of persons subject hereto which cannot 
be completed on or before the effective 
date hereof. Such committee meeting was 
held on September 5, 1967. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti- 
ties of lemons grown in California and 
Arizona which may be handled during 
the period September 10, 1967, through 
September 16, 1967, are hereby fixed as 
follows: 


* 
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(i) District 1: Unlimited movement; 


when used in the said amended market- 
ing agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat, 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 7, 1967. 


Paut A, NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable , Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 67-10648; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:48 a.m.] 


PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG- 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 


Allotment Loans 


Notice is hereby given of the approval 
of an amendment, hereinafter set forth, 
of the rules and regulations (Subpart— 
Rules and Regulations; 7 CFR 908.100 et 
seq.; 32 F.R. 3688, 7840) currently in 
effect pursuant to the marketing agree- 
ment, as amended, and Order No. 908, as 
amended (7 CFR Part 908), regulating 
the handling of Valencia oranges grown 
in Arizona and designated part of Cali- 
fornia. This is a regulatory program 
effective under the Agricultural Market- 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7 U.8.C. 601-674). 

It is hereby found and determined that 
said amendment of the rules and regu- 
lations, which was proposed and sub- 
mitted for approval by the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, es- 
tablished pursuant te the amended 
marketing agreement and order as the 
agency to administer the provisions 
thereof, is in accordance with the provi- 
sions of said amended marketing agree- 
ment and order and will tend to effectu- 
ate the declared purposes of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended; and-said rules and 
regulations are hereby amended as 
follows: 

Paragraph (c) All oranges moved 
prior to payback date of § 908.111 Allot- 
ment loans is deleted therefrom. 

It is hereby further found that it is 
impracticable, unnecessary and con- 
trary to the public interest to give pre- 
liminary notice, ae in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the ef- 
fective date hereof until 30 days after 
publication in the FrprraL Recister (5 
U.S.C. 553) in that (1) shipments of 
Valencia oranges are currently in prog- 
ress and handlers, loans of allotment are 
subject to the allotment payback pro- 
visions of the order and § 908.111(c) of 
the rules and regulations issued there- 

; (2) deletion of the immediate 
back requirements and other require- 

ae of said paragraph (c) will enable 
lending handlers to receive repayment of 
allotment loans at the time specified in 
their allotment loan ‘agreement rather 


effective as soon as possible. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated, September 8, 1967, to become 
effective September 10, 1967. 


Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 
[FP.R. Doc. 67-10696; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
11:18 am] 


Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPAGE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Department of Transporta- 
tion 


[Docket No. 8278; Amdt. 39-474] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Avions Marcel Dassault Fan Jet Falcon 
teioaesten Serial Nos. 1 Through 94 


A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive requiring the 
modification of the type MF 2006. pres- 
surization control microswitch installa- 
tion by the addition of a support and a 
leaf spring on Avions Marcel Dassault 
Fan Jet Falcon airplanes, Serial Nos. 1 
through 94, was published in 32 F.R. 
10370. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak- 
ing of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 


Avions Marce. Dassautt. Applies to Fan 
Jet Palcon airplanes, Serial Nos. 1 
94 


ce required within the next 200 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, unless already accomplished. 

To prevent jamming of the engine power 


lever, modify the type MF 2006 tion 
control microswitch installation by the ad- 
dition of a support, P/N MY.20.240.3801, and 
@ leaf spring, P/N MY.20.240.3802, in accord- 
ance with Avions Marcel Dassault Service 
Bulletin No. 211 (76-4), revision 1, dated 
April 4, 1967, or later SGAC-approved re- 
vision, or an equivalent approved by the 
Chief, Aircraft Certification Staff, FAA, Eu- 
rope, Affica, and Middle East Region. 
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This amendment becomes effective 
October 9, 1967.- 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 608, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. 
R. S. Suirr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


67-10546; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[Docket No. 8277; Amdt. 39-478] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


Certain Avions Marcel Dassault Fan 
Jet Falcon Airplanes 


A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive requiring re- 
petitive inspections of the recesses of the 
wing fuselage junction and specified at- 
tachment bolts for corrosion and the 
incorporation of Dassault Modifications 
M1014A, M1014C, and M1057 when cor- 
rosion is detected but in any event not 
later than December 31, 1968, on Avions 
Marcel Dassault Fan Jet Falcon air- 
planes, Serial Nos. 1 through 89, except 
Serial Nos. 73, 78, 82, 85, and 87, was 
published in 32 F.R. 10371. 


Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 


In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 


Avions Marcet Dassavutt. Applies to Fan Jet 
Falcon airplanes Serial Nos. 1 through 
89, except Serials Nos. 73, 78, 82, 85, 
and 87. ? ; 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To detect and prevent corrosion of the 
wing to fuselage recesses and the wing to 
fuselage attachment bolts accomplish the 
following, unless already accomplished: 

(a) For all airplanes, within the next 200 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, and thereafter at intervals not 
to exceed 200 hours’ time in service from the 
last inspection, visually inspect the recesses 
of the wing fuselage junction for signs of 
corrosion, in accordance with Dassault Serv- 
ice Bulletin No. 282 (57-14), dated April 12, 
1967, or later SGAC-approved or FAA-ap- 
proved revision, or in accordance with an 
PAA-approved equivalent. 

(b) For airplanes without Dassault Modi- 
fications M1014A and M1014C and with more 
than 400 hours’ time in service on the effec- 
tive date of this AD, within the next 200 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, and thereafter at intervals not to 
exceed 600 hours’ time in service from the 
last inspection, inspect the wing to fuselage 
attachment bolts for signs of corrosion, in 
accordance with Dassault Service Bulletin 
No. 282 (57-14), dated April 12, 1967, or later 
SGAC-approved or FAA-approved revision, or 
in- accordance with an FAA-approved 
equivalent. 

(c) For airplanes without Dassault Modi- 
fications M1014A and M1014C and with less 
than 400 hours’ time in service on the effec- 
tive date of this AD, prior to the accumula- 
tion of 600 hours’ time in service, and there- 
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after at intervals not to exceed 600 hours’ 
time in service from the last inspection, in- 
spect the wing to fuselage attachment bolts 
for signs of corrosion, in accordance with 
Dassault Service Bulletin No. 282 (57-14), 
dated April 12, 1967, or later SGAC-approved 
or FAA-approved revision, or in accordance 
with an FAA-approved equivalent. 

(da) If corrosion is found when conducting 
the inspections required by paragraphs (a), 
(b), or (c), within the next 200 hours’ time 
in service, comply with paragraph (f). 

(e) If no corrosion is found during the 
inspections required by paragraphs (a), (b), 
or (c), incorporate the modifications speci- 
fied in paragraph (f) prior to the accumula- 
tion of 1,200 hours’ time in service from the 
effective date of this AD, a in any event 
not later than December 31, 1968. 

(f) Incorporate = wo Modifications 
M1014A, M1014C, and M1057, in accordance 
with Dassault Service Bulletins No. 234, re- 
vision 1, dated April 12, 1967, and No. 259, 
dated April 12, 1967, or later SGAC-approved 
or FAA-approved revisions, or an FAA-~-ap- 
proved equivalent. 

(g) The repetitive inspections, required 
by paragraphs (a), (b), and (c), may be dis- 
continued after the incorporation of Dassault 
Modifications M1014A, M1014C, and M1057. 


This amendment becomes effective 
October 9, 1967. 


(Secs. $313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. 
R. 8. Suir, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10547; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 7620; Amdt. 39-475] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


British Aircraft Corp. Model BAC 1-11 
200 and 400 Series Airplanes 


A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to include 
an airworthiness directive establishing 
service life limits for flap carriage links 
P/N ABO9 A943 and post modification 
PM 2245 flap carriage links P/N ABO09 
A3657 on British Aircraft Corp. Model 
BAC 1-11 200 and 400 Series airplanes 
to supersede Amendment 39-321 was 
published in 32 F.R. 10371. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. No objec- 
tions were received. 


In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
$39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia- 
tion Regulations is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


BririsH Atrcrarr. Applies to Model BAC 1-11 
200 and 400 Series airplanes. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To prevent fatigue failures of the flap car- 
riage links P/N ABO9 A943 and post modifi- 
cation PM 2245 flap carriage links P/N ABO9 
A3657, accomplish the following: 

(a) For airplanes equipped with carriage 
links P/N ABO9 A943, within the next 600 
landings after January 15, 1967, or before 
the accumulation of the number of landings 
specified in Column 2 or Column 3, as appli- 


cable, for the respective flap numbers spec. 
ified in Column 1, whichever occurs later, ang 
thereafter at intervals not to exceed the 
number of landings specified for that flap 
number and series of airplane, replace car. 
riage links P/N ABO9 A943 with new links of 
the same part number; or replace with car- 
riage links P/N AB09 A3657. If carriage links 
P/N ABO9 A3657 are used as replacements, 
they must be in accordance with the 
requirements of paragraph (b). 


‘olumn 2) | (Column 3) 
(Colum: , | re of ¥ 
Flap No. (link location Paty aad 


(b) For airplanes equipped with carriage 
links P/N ABO9 A3657, within the next 300 
landings after the effective date of this AD 
or before the accumulation of the number 
of landings specified in column 2 or column 
8, as applicable, for the respective flap num- 
ber specified in column 1, whichever occurs 
later, and thereafter at intervals not to ex- 
ceed the number of landings specified for 
that flap number and series of airplane, re- 
place carriage links P/N ABO9 A3657 with 
new links of the same part number, or re- 
place with carriage links P/N ABO9 A943. If 
carriage links P/N ABO9 A943 are used as 
replacements, they must be replaced in 
accordance with the requirements of 
paragraph (a). 


‘Column 2) | (Column 3) 
‘umber of umber of 

landings 200 | landings 400 
series air- series air- 


Column 1) 
p No. (link location 


(c) en ees this 
AD, subject to acceptance by the assigned 
inspector, 


FAA maintenance the number of 
landings may be determined by dividing each 
airplane’s hours’ time in service by the opera- 
tor’s fleet average time from takeoff to land- 
ing for the airplane type 

(British Aircraft One. “ (Operating), Ltd. 
(Weybridge Division), Alert Service Bulletin 
No. 27-A-PM 2245, Issue 2, pertains to this 
subject.) 


This amendment becomes effective 
October 9, 1967. 


(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1854(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember..1, 1967. 
R. 8. SuirFr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


{F.R. Doc. 67-10548; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 8168; Amdt. 39-476] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


British Aircraft Corp. Model BAC 1-11 
200 and 400 Series Airplanes 


A proposal to amend Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations to in- 
clude an airworthiness directive re- 
= repetitive inspections of the 

main undercarriage down lock links 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 32, NO. 175—-SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1967 





PSS eS 7 


AaarwemaeaeststmFrt ws = & 


' 


ePpPnm +#sttWtmehenaisossoc 


on BAC 1-11 200 and 400 Series airplanes , 
for cracked or broken Belleville washers 
in accordance with British “Aircraft 
Corp. BAC 1-11 Alert Service Bulletin 
No. 32-A-PM 2437, Issue 3,.or an FAA- 
approved equivalent, the replacement of 
cracked or broken washers, and the re- 
placement of the washers in accordance 
with specified service lives was published 
in 32 F.R. 7396. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak- 
ing of the amendment. The only com- 
ment received was a request that the 
inspection interval be increased from 


- 940 to 400 landings since this would coin- 


cide with commentator’s 200-hour check 
and its service experience indicated that 
inspections at this interval would be 
adequate. The FAA is unable to evaluate 
commentator’s statements since it did 
not submit any data to substantiate its 
request. However, the FAA is aware of 
the burden these inspections impose on 
operators, and the AD has been revised 
to provide for an adjustment to the in- 
spection period if an operator submits 
substantiating data which justifies an 
increase for that operator. Since this 
revision is a relaxation of the require- 
ment of the proposed AD, further notice 
and public procedure hereon are unnec- 
essary and the AD may be made effective 
in less than 30 days. ‘ 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 


British Arrcrarr. Applies to Model BAC 1- 
11 200 and 400 Series airplanes. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To prevent fatigue failures of the Belle- 
ville washers installed in the main under- 
carriage down lock jacks P/N AB43A15 and 
AB43A16 (200 Series), P/N AK43A15 and 
AK43A16 (400 Series), accomplish the follow- 
ing: 

(a) For airplanes with Belleville washers 
P/N 1383 No. 12 (Terry) installed in the main 
undercarriage down lock jacks with less than 
4,760 landings on the effective date of this 
AD, inspect the main e down 
lock links P/N AB43A17 (200 Seriés) or 
P/N AK43A17, (400 Series) before the ac- 
cumulation of 5,000 landings, and thereafter 
at intervals not to exceed 240 landings from 
the last inspection in accordance with British 
Aircraft Corp., BAC 1-11 Alert Service Bulle- 
tin 32-A-PM 2437, Issue 3, dated February 1, 
1967, or later ARB-approved issue. Replace 
cracked or broken ,. and remove 
washers from service before the accumula- 
tion of 8,000 landings. 

(b) For airp with BeHeville washers 
P/N 1883 No. 12 (Terry) installed in the 
main undercarriage down lock jacks with 
4,760 or more landings but less than 17,760 
landings on the effective date of this AD, 
inspect the main und down lock 
links P/N AB43A17 (200 Series) or P/N 
AK43A17 (400 Sertes) within the next 240 
landings after the effective date of this AD, 
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 
240 landings from the last inspection, in 
accordance with BAC 1-11 Alert Service Bul- 
letin 32-A-PM 2437, Issue 3, dated February 
1, 1967, or later issue. Replace 
cracked or broken washers, and remove wash- 
Seen al service before the accumulation of 


(c) For airplanes with Belleville washers 
P/N 1383 ‘No. 12 (Terry) installed ih the 
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main 
7,760 or more landings on the effective date 


of this AD, remove washers, 
within the next 240 landings. . 

(a) ‘For airplanes with Belleville washers 
P/N AB44-1791 installed in BAC Modifica- 
tion PM 2437 main undercarriage down lock 


service 


jacks, with less than 15,600 landings on the 


effective date of this AD, remove washers 
from service before. the accumulation of 
16,000 landings. : 

(e) For airplanes with Belleville washers 


(f) For the purpoge of complying with 
this AD, subject to acceptance by the as- 
signed FAA maintenance inspector, the num- 
ber of landings may be determined by divid- 
ing each airplane’s hours’ time in service 
by the operator’s fleet average time from 
takeoff to landing for the airplane type. 

(g) Upon request of an operator, an FAA 
maintenance inspector, subject to the prior 
approval of the Chief, Aircraft Certification 
Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa, and Middle East 
Region, may adjust the repetitive inspection 
intervals specified in this AD to permit com- 
pliance at an established inspection period 
of the operator or at intervals greater than 
that specified in this AD if the request con- 
tains substantiating data to justify the in- 
crease for that operator. 

Nots. AD 66-24-38 pertains to Belleville 
washers installed in the nose undercarriage 
up/down lock jacks. 


This amendment ‘becomes effective 
September 9, 1967. 
(Secs. 318(a), 601, 608, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 
Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. ; 


R.8. Suirr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10549; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 
[Docket No. 8382; Amdt. 39-477] 


PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 


British Aircraft Corp. Model BAC 1-11 
200 and 400 Series Airplanes 


There have been reports of rapid de- 
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tion of the flap screw jacks and ball nut 
gimbal bearings and the replacement of 
defective parts. The inspections may be 
discontinued . after. the are 
modified in ‘accordance with BAC 1-11 
Service Bulletin Nos. 27-PM 2964 and 
27-PM 2992. 


Since a situation exists that required 
immediate adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public pro- 
cedure hereon are impracticable and 
good cause exists for making this amend- 
ment. effective in less than 30 days. 


In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia- 
tion Regulations is amended by adding 
the following new airworthiness direc- 
tive: 


Baertisn Atrcrarr. Applies to BAC 1-11 200 

and 400 Series airplanes. if 

Compliance required as indicated unless 
already accomplished, 

To prevent serious deterioration and fail- 
ure of the flap drive screw jacks, accomplish 
the following: 

(a) For airplanes with flap drive screw 
jacks with 1,550 or more hours’ time in 
service on the effective date of this AD, 
comply with paragraphs (c), (d), and (e) 
within the next 50 hours’ time in service 
after the effective date of this AD and there- 
after at intervals not to exceed 160 hours’ 
time in service from the last inspection. 

(b) For airplanes with flap drive screw 
jacks with less than 1,550 hours’ time in 
service on the effective date of this AD, 
comply with paragraph (c) within the next 
50 hours’ time in service after the effective 
date of this AD and thereafter at intervals 
not to exceed 160 hours’ time in service from 
the last m, and comply with para- 
graphs (d) and (e) before the accumulation 
of 1,600 hours’ time in service and there- 
after at intervals not to exceed 160 hours’ 
time in service from the last inspection. 

(c) Thoroughly clean the entire length 
of the flap screw jack shaft and apply oil, 
specification DTD 822 or an FAA-approved 
equivalent, and check the ball nut gimbal 
bearings for freedom of movement and lubri- 
cate the ball nut with DTD 822 oil or an 
PAA-approved: equivalent in accordance with 
British Aircraft Corp. BAC 1-11 Alert Service 
Bulletin 27-A-PM 2992, Issue 1, dated 
April 17, 1967, or later ARB-approved issue, 
or an FPAA-approved equivalent. 

(d) Visually inspect the screw shafts for 
signs of chipping and gouging in accordance 
with BAC 1-11 Alert Service Bulletin 27-A- 
PM 2992, Issue 1, dated April 17, 1967, or 
later ARB-approved issue, or an FAA- 
approved equivalent. Replace defective screw 


‘shafts before further flight with serviceable 


shafts of the same part number. 

(e) Measure the backlash which exists 
between the ball nut and screw shaft in 
accordance with BAC 1-11 Alert Service 
Bulletin 27-A-PM 2992, Issue 1, dated 
April 17, 1967, or later ARB-approved issue, 
or an FAA-approved equivalent. Replace 
screw jacks which have backlash exceeding 
0.05 inch with serviceable screw jacks of the 


~same part number before further flight, 


except that the may be flown in 
accordance with FAR 21.197 to a base where 
the replacement can be accomplished. 


(fy The repetitive inspections required by 

(a) and (b) ‘may be discontinued 

after the are modified in accord- 

ance with BAC 1-11 Service Bulletin Nos. 

27-PM 2964 and 27-PM 2992 or later ARB- 

rer issue, or an FAA-approved equiva- 
ent. 
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This amendment becomes effective 
September 9, 1967. 
(Secs. 318(a), 601, 608, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. 


R. S. SuiFr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10550; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67-WE-38] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area 
Correction 
In F.R. Doc. 67-9864, appearing at page 
12111-of the issue for Wednesday, August 


23, 1967 the following corrections should 
be made: 


In the control zone and transition area 
descriptions for Yuma, Ariz., in $§ 71.171 
and 71.181 the following should be in- 
serted after “Yuma MCAS/Yuma In- 
ternational Airport”: “latitude 32°39’10’’ 
N., longitude 114°36’20’’ W.”. 


[Airspace Docket No. 67—EA-23] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


. Alteration of Control Zone 

On page 8975 of the FeperaAL REGISTER 
for June 23, 1967, the Federal Aviation 
Administration published proposed regu- 
lations which would alter the Hazleton, 
Pa., control zone. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 e.s.t., November 9, 1967. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) > 


Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on August 24; 
1967. 


R. M. Brown, 
Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

Amend § 71.171 of. Part 71 of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Regulations so as to delete 
in the Hazelton, Pa., Control Zone the 
coordinates of the airport center and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘‘40°59’05’’ N., 75°- 
59°40’’ W.,” and further to add after the 
words “local time” the following: “or 
during the specific dates and times estab- 
lished in advance by a Notice to. Airmen. 
The effective date and time will there- 
after be continuously published in the 
Airman’s Information Manual.” 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10551; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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[Airspace Docket No. 67-EA-26] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone 


On pages 10210 and 10211 of the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER for July 11, 1967, the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administration published 
proposed regulations which would alter 
the Cincinnati, Ohio, control zone and 
700-foot floor transition area. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
after publication in which to submit 
written data or views. No objections to 
the proposed regulations have been 
received. 

In view of the foregoing, the yenbioned 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0001 e.s.t., November 9, 1967. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on August 25, 
1967. 
Oscar BAKKE, 
Director, Eastern Region. 


1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
delete the description of the Cincinnati, 
Ohio, control zone and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

CINCINNATI, OHIO 

Within a 5-mile radius of the center, 
$9°06'14’’ N., 84°25'18’’ W., of Cincinnati 
Municipal (Lunken Field) Airport, Cincin- 
nati, Ohio; within 2 miles each side of the 
Cincinnati Municipal ILS localizer north 
course extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to the Madeira, Ohio, RBN and within 2 miles 
each side of a 227° bearing from the Lunken 
RBN extending from the 5-mile radius zone 
to the RBN. 


2. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to de- 
lete in the 700-foot floor Cincinnati, 
Ohio, transition area the phrase “With- 
in an 8-mile radius” and insert in lieu 
thereof “Within a 9-mile radius”; fur- 
ther delete the period at the end of the 
paragraph and add “; within 2 miles 
each side of a 044° bearing from the 
Lunken RBN extending from the 9-mile 
radius area to 8 miles northeast of the 
RBN and within 2 miles each side of a 
040° bearing from the Lunken RBN ex- 
tending from the 9-mile radius area to 
12 miles northeast of the RBN.” 

[F.R. Doc. 67-10552; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67-SW-38] | 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions is to alter the Oklahoma City, Okla. 
(Tinker AFB), control zone. 

On July 4, 1967, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the 
FEeperRAL REGISTER (32 F.R. 9704) stating 
the Federal Aviation Administration pro- 
posed to alter the Tinker AFB control 
zone. 


Interested person were afforded an op- 
portunity to participate in the rule mak- 
ing through submission of comments, 
Consideration was given to all relevant 
matter presented. 

An objection to the proposed southerly 
control zone extension was received from 
the airport manager of Max Westheimer 
Field, Norman,. Okla., which is located 
approximately 11 miles south of Tinker 
AFB. It was stated that the extension, as 
proposed, would seriously affect local 
VFR operations at Westheimer Field 
during marginal weather conditions. It 
was requested that a study be made to 
determine the necessity for the extension 
of the control zone to the south. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
has determined after a review of the 
airspace requirements at Tinker AFB 
that the southerly extension of the con- 
trol zone is justified under present crite- 
ria and is necessary to provide required 
airspace for instrument approach/de- 
parture procedures at Tinker AFB. 

Max Westheimer Field lies within the 
Oklahoma City, Okla., 700-foot transi- 
tion area but it is outside the Tinker AFB 
control zone which extends to within ap- 
proximately 342 miles north-northeast 
of Westheimer Field. As before, when 
weather is below basic VFR minimums, 
an appropriate ATC clearance must be 
obtained prior to operating into, through, 
or from the Tinker AFB control zone. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., November 
9, 1967, as herein set forth. 


In § 71.171 (32 F.R. 2123) the Okla- 
homa City, Okla. (Tinker AFB), control 
zone is redesignated as follows: 


OxLAHOMa Ciry, OKLA. (TINKER AFB) 


That airspace within a 5-mile radius of 
Tinker AFB (lat. 35°24’50’’ N., long. 97°23'35” 
W.); within 2 miles each side of the Tinker 
AFB VOR 357° radial extending from the 5- 
mile radius zone to 8 miles north of the VOR; 
within 2 miles each side of the Tinker AFB 
TACAN 001° radial extending from the 5- 
mile radius zone to 9.5 miles north of the 
TACAN; within 2 miles each side of the Tin- 
ker AFB ILS south course exte from the 
5-mile radius zone to the OM; within 2 miles 
each side of the Tinker AFB VOR 187° radial 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 
miles south of the VOR; and within 2 miles 
each side of the Tinker AFB TACAN 187° 
radial from the 5-mile radius zone 
to 6 miles south of the TACAN. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 
Issued in Fort Worth, Tex., on August 
28, 1967. 
Henry L. Newman, 
Director, Southwest Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10553; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67-SW-41] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


ee of Control Zone 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Pest Ti-0t Gis Peters! Avaeiion Regie 
tions is to alter the Fort Worth, Tex 
(Carswell AFB), control zone. 


4 





On July 4, 1967, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fzpznat 
REGISTER (32 F.R. 9705) stating the Fed- 


making through submission of comments. 
All comments received were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
11 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 
amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., November 
9, 1967, as herein set forth. 

In § 71.171 (32 F.R. 2096) the Fort 
Worth, Tex. (Carswell AFB), control 
gone is amended as follows: 


Fort WorTH, Tex. (CARSWELL AFB) 


That airspace within a 6-mile radius of 
Carswell AFB (lat. 32°46’20" WN., long. 
97°26'30’’ W.);. within 2 miles each side of 
the Eagle Mountain Lake VOR 180° radial, 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to the 
VOR; within 2 miles each side of the Cars- 
well AFB TACAN 358° radial extending 
the TACAN to 12 miles north; within 2 
each side of the Benbrook VOR 360° 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
VOR; within 2 miles each side of the 
well AFB TACAN 194° radial extending from 
the TACAN to 11.5 miles south; excluding the 
portion east of long. 9'7°24’00’’ W. 

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Forth Worth, Tex., on Aug- 
ust 28, 1967. 
Henry L. NEwMAN, 
Director, Southwest Region. 
[F.R. Doc, 67-10554; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No, 67-WE-~45] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS - 


Alteration of Control Zone 


The Ephrata VOR is being converted 
to 8 VORTAC and relocated to latitude 
47°22'41’’ N., Longitude 119°25’22’’ W. 
The facility is scheduled for commission- 
ing on or about December 9, 1967, Relo- 
cation of the facility will require a 1- 
degree change in the approach radial for 
the AL~138-VOR-—1 approach procedure, 
thus necessitating an amendment to the 
description of the Ephrata, Wash., con- 
trol zone. Action is taken herein to reflect 
this change. - 

Since this change is minor in Aarts: 20 
notice and public procedure hereon are 
unnecessary. 

In view of the foregoing, Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended, 
effective 0061 e.s.t., December 7; 1967, as 
hereinafter set forth: 

In § 71.171 (32 PR. 2091) the Ephrata, 
Wash., control zone is amended to read 
as follows: 


Eprnrata, WasH. 
Within a 5-mile radtus of Ephrata Munic- 
Airport (latitude 47°16’20’’ W., longi- 
tude 119°30’40"" "W. ), and within 2 miles each 
side of the Ephrata VORTAC 228° radial, ex- 
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tending from the 5-mile radius gone to the 
VORTAC. ‘ 


Issned in Los Angeles, Calif., on Au- 


gust 31, 1967. 
Lez E. WARREN, 
Acting Director, Western Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 67—10555; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
- 8:46 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67-EA-27] 


PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES 


Establishment of Jet Route 


On June 6, 1967, a notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the PepEraL 
REGISTER (32 F.R. 8095) stating that the 
Federal Aviation Administration was 
considering an amendment to Part 75 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would establish the U.S. segment of Jet 
Route No. 559 from Syracuse, N.Y., to 
Ottawa, Ontario, Canada. 

Interested persons were afforded an 


mission of comments. All comments re- 
ceived were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
15 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is 


amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., November © 


9, 1967, as hereinafter set forth. 
In § 75.100 (32 F.R. 2341), Jet Route 
No. 559 is added as follows: 


Jet Route No. 559 (Syracuse, N.Y., to the 
United States/Canmadian border) (joins 
Canadian high level airway No. 559). 


Prom Syracuse, N-Y., to the INT of Syra- 
cuse 005° radial and the United States/Cana- 
dian border. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. 
T. McCormack, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
~ Air Trafic Rules Division. 


[F-R. Doc. 67-10558; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.) 


Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 


Chapter V—Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board 


SUBCHAPTER C-—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN 
SYSTEM 


[No. 20,836} 
PART 545—ORERATIONS 
Examinations and Audits 


repealed, effective September 9, 1967, 
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and said section numbers shall be 
reserved. 


943-48 Comp., Pp. 1071). 
a that, since the repeal 
545.24, 545.25, and 545.26 is a tech- 
nical change to eliminate duplication, 
the Board finds that notice and public 
procedure are unnecessary. 


By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 


{szaL] Harry W. CavLsen, 

Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 67-10573; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
if 8:48 a.m.] 


Title 21—F00D AND DRUGS 


Chapter l—Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration, Department of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare 


SUBCHAPTER B—FOOD AND FOOD PRODUCTS 


PART 120—TOLERANCES AND EX- 
EMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR 
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODI- 
TIES 

Gibberellic Acid 


A petition (PP 7F0544) was filed with 
the Food and Drug Administration by 
Elanco Products Co., a division of Eli 
Lilly and Co., Indianapolis, Ind. 46206, 
proposing the establishment of either an 
exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance or a tolerance of 0.05 part per 
million for residues of the plant regula- 
tor gibberellic acid in or on grapes. 

Gibberellic acid has been found to oc- 
cur naturally in seed, fruits, and vege- 
table parts. Data in the petition show 
that background residues of this plant 


grapes. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has cer- 
tified that this pesticide chemical is 
useful for the purposes for which the 
tolerance is being established. 

Based on consideration given the data 
submitted in the petition, and other rele- 


vant material, the Commissioner of 


of Health, Education, and Welfare 
, Drug, and Cosmetic 
408(d) (2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 
C. 346a(d) «2)) and delegated by him 
the Commissioner (21 CFR 2.120), 
Part 120 is amended by adding to Sub- 
part C the following new section: 


§ 120.224 Gibherellic acid; tolerance for 


A tolerance of 0.15 part per million is 
established for residues of the plant reg- 
ulator gibberellic acid in or on grapes. 
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Any person who‘ will be adversely af- 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
time within 30 days fromi the date of its 
publication in the Feperat REcIsTEr file 
with the Hearing Clerk; Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Room 
5440, 330 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20201, written objec- 
tions thereto, preferably in quintuplicate. 
Objections shall show wherein the person 
filing will be adversely affected by the 
order and specify with particularity the 
provisions of the order deemed objec- 
tionable and the grounds for the objec- 
tions. If a hearing is requested, the ob- 
jections must state the issues for the 
hearing. A hearing will be granted if the 
objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. Objections may be accompanied 
by a memorandum or brief in support 
thereof. 


Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on the date of its publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


(Sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 
346a(d) (2) ) 


Dated: August 31, 1967. 


J.K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10571; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 31—WMONEY AND 
FINANCE: TREASURY 


Chapter ll—Fiscal Service, Depart- 
ment of the Treasury 


SUBCHAPTER B—BUREAU OF THE PUBLIC DEBT 


PART 317—-REGULATIONS GOVERN- 
ING AGENCIES FOR THE ISSUE OF 
U.S. SAVINGS BONDS OF SERIES E 
AND U.S. SAVINGS NOTES 


PART 321—PAYMENTS BY BANKS 
AND OTHER FINANCIAL INSTITU- 
TIONS IN CONNECTION WITH THE 
REDEMPTION OF U.S. SAVINGS 
BONDS 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


The regulations set forth in Treasury 
Department Circulars, Public Debt Series 
No. 4-67 (31 CFR Part 317, at 32 FR. 
3446), and No. 750, Revised; as amended 
(31 CFR Part 321), are hereby further 
amended in the form shown below. These 
amendments are issued under authority 
of the Second Liberty Bond. Act, as 


amended (40 Stat. 1309, 48 Stat. 383, 49 
Stat. 21, all as amended; 31 U.S.C. 753, 
754b, and 757c), 5 U.S.C. 553 and sec- 
tion 202 of Executive Order 11246, en- 
titled “Equal Employment Opportunity” 
(3 CFR 167, 1965 Supplement) . 

Notice and public procedures thereon 
are unnecessary as the amendments in- 
volve public property and contracts. The 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


amendments are adopted on. Septem- 
ber 5, 1967. 


Dated: September 5, 1967, 


[SEAL] JoHN EK. CaRLOcK, 
Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 


1. Section. 317.2, paragraph (a), and 
§ 317.3 of Department Circular, Public 
Debt Series No..4-67,.are amended by 
revision as follows: 


§ 317.2 Procedure for qualifying as an 
issuing agent. 

(a) General. An organization desiring 
to qualify as an issuing agent shall ob- 
tain from and file with the Federal Re- 
serve Bank an appropriate application- 
agreement form. If the organization de- 
sires to qualify as an issuing agent for 
bonds only, it shall, before submission, 
amend the form furnished so that it 
refers only to bonds. Through use of the 
appropriate form, the person authorized 
to act on behalf of the organization will 
certify that it is authorized by its gov- 
erning body, or other body authorized to 
act in the premises, or by its charter, 
constitution or bylaws, to apply for and 
act as an issuing agent under the terms 
of the agreement, these regulations and 
the circulars offering the bonds and notes 
for sale, or, if appropriate, bonds only, 
and that applicable Federal or State law 
permits or does not prohibit the orga- 
nization from so acting. In addition, the 
terms of any application-agreement filed 
hereafter and by reason of this para- 
graph include the provisions prescribed 
by section 202 of Executive Order No. 
11246, entitled “Equal Employment Op- 
portunity” (3 CFR 1965 Supp., p. 167). 
An issuing agent qualified prior hereto, 
whether under the provisions of this cir- 
cular or Treasury Department Circular 
No. 657, as amended (rescinded effec- 
tive Feb. 24, 1967), requisitioning stock 
on any of the bases provided for in para- 
graph (b) of this section, and which on 
or after November 30, 1966, entered into 
a contract of deposit with the Treasury 
Department in accordance with Treasury 
Department Circulats No. 92 (Revised) 
or No. 176 (Revised) (Part 203 or 202 
of this chapter), need take no action 
with respect to its qualification hereun- 
der. Any other issuing agent qualified 
prior hereto which desires to requisition 
stock on or after December 1, 1967, must 
signify its intent in writing to be bound 
by and comply with the provisions of 
section 202 of the order. 


§ 317.3 Certificate of qualification. 


Until such time as a certificate or 
qualification is issued by the Federal 
Reserve Bank, an organization shall not 
make any effort to or perform any acts 
as an agent, or advertise in any 
manner that it is authorized to perform 
such acts, or that it has applied for 
qualification as an issuing agent. Upon 
approval of the application-agreement, 
the Federal Reserve Bank will issue a 
notice of qualification to the organiza- 
tion, whereupon it will be authorized to 
issue bonds and notes, or bonds only, as 
herein provided, and become subject to 


the provisions of Part IL of Executive 
Reserve 


- Order No. 11246. The Federal 


Bank will notify the organization if the 
application-agreement is not approved, 
or after qualification, at any such time 
as the certificate of qualification is modi- 
fied or terminated. 


2. Section 321.2 of Department Cir. 
cular No. 750, Revised, as amended, is 
further amended by revision as follows: 


§ 321.2 Procedure for qualifying as a 
paying agent. 


(a) Application for qualification. An 
eligible institution “possessing adequate 
authority under its charter and desir- 
ing to qualify to make payments in con- 
nection with the redemption of US. 
Savings Bonds and the redemption-ex- 
change of such bonds under the provi- 
sions of Department Circular No. 1036, 
as amended (Part 339 of this chapter), 
shall obtain from and file with the Fed- 
eral Reserve Bank of the district in 
which .it is located* an application- 
agreement forms * designed for that pur- 
pose. Through use of the form, the insti- 
tution agrees to be bound by and comply 
with these regulations, including all sup- 
plements and amendments hereof and 
instructions issued. hereunder. In addi- 
tion, the terms of any application-agree- 
ment filed.hereafter by reason of 
this paragraph, include the provisions 
prescribed in section 202 of Executive 
Order No. 11246, entitled “Equal Em- 
ployment Opportunity” (3 CFR 1965 
Supp., p. 167). An institution qualified 
prior hereto, whether under the revision 
or the original circular, making pay- 
ments in connection with the redemption 
or redemption-exchange of U.S. Savings 
Bonds, which on or. after November 30, 
1966, entered into a contract of deposit 
with the Treasury Department in ac- 
cordance with Department 
Circular No. 92 (Revised) or No. 176 (Re- 
vised) (Parts 203 or 202 of this chapter), 
need take no action with respect to its 
qualification hereunder. Any other in- 
stitution qualified prior hereto which 
desires to make payments in connection 
with the redemption or redemption-ex- 
change of U.S. Savings Bonds on or after 
December 1, aaer. must signify its intent 
in writing to be ‘bound by and comply 
with the provisions of section 202 of the 
order. 

(b) Notice of qualification. Until such 
time as a notice of qualification is issued 
by the Federal Reserve Bank, an institu- 
tion shall not make any effort to or per- 
form any act as a paying agent of savings 
bonds, or advertise in any manner that 
it is authorized to perform such acts, or 
that it has applied for such qualification. 


1 Institutions in Puerto Rico, the Virgin 
Islands, and the Canal Zone shall be con- 
sidered to be in the Second Federal Reserve 
District and shall make application to the 
Federal Reserve Bank of New York. Institu- 
tions in Guam shall be considered to be in 
the ee ae eee a te 

ee ee Federal Reserve 
SeRine Ae Department otros 
Rev. (Part 321 of this chapter). 
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Upon approval of the application-agree~ 
ment, the Federal Reserve Bank will 
jssue @ notice of qualification to the in- 
stitution, whereupon it will be authorized 
to redeem U.S. Savings Bonds as pro- 
yided herein and it will become subject 
to the provisions of Part II of Executive 
Order No. 11246. The Federal Reserve 
Bank will notify the institution if the 
application-agreement is not approved. 
[FR. Doc. 67-10572; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 


Chapter |—Coast Guard, Department 
of Transportation 


SUBCHAPTER J—BRIDGES 
[CGFR 67-56] 


PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE OPERA- 
TION REGULATIONS 


Seekonk River, R.1. 


1. There were transferred to and 
vested in the Secretary of Transporta- 
tion, by subsection 6(g) of the Depart- 
ment of Transportation Act (Public Law 
89-670, 80 Stat. 931-950, 49 U.S.C. 1651 
et seq.), certain functions, powers, and 
duties previously performed by the 
Secretary of the Army and other officers 
and offices of the Department of the 
Army (Corps of Engineers) which in- 
cluded the regulation of drawbridge 
operations under 33 U.S.C. 499. The 
Secretary of Transportation, by Depart- 
ment of Transportation Order 1100.1 
dated March 31, 1967 (49 CFR 1.4(a) 
(3)), delegated to and authorized the 
Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, to pre- 
scribe rules and regulations under the 
provisions of section 5 of the River and 
Harbor Act of August 18, 1894, as 
amended (28 Stat. 362; 33 U.S.C. 499). 

2. The State of Rhode Island, by letter 
dated April 6, 1967, requested permis- 
sion of the Corps of Engineers, Depart- 
ment of the Army, to maintain in a 
closed position the Washington Bridge 
across the Seekonk River between Provi- 
dence and East Providence, R.I. In ac- 
cordance with the procedure in 33 CFR 
209.520, Public Notice dated April 26, 
1967, describing this proposal was issued 
by the New England Division, Corps of 
Engineers and was made available to all 
persons known to have an interest in this 
subject. After consideration of all com- 
ments submitted in response thereto, 
the request is granted, subject to the 
right to change these requirements and 
to amend these regulations if and when 
hecessary in the public interest. The pur- 
Pose of this document is to revise the re- 
quirements in 33 CFR 117.90 (formerly 
203.90) to authorize maintenance in a 
closed position of the Washington Bridge 
over the Seekonk River. 

3. By virtue of the authority vested in 
me as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, 
by 14 U.S.C. 632 and Department of 
Transportation Order 1100.1 (49 CFR 
14(a)(3)), the text of 33 CFR 117.90 


RULES AND: REGULATIONS | 
(formerly § 203.90) shall read as follows 


document in the PeperAL REGISTER: 
§ 117.90 Providence Harbor, R.L; 
bridges. 


(a) The regulations in this section 
shall govern the operation of the city of 
Providence highway bridge at Point 
Street across the upper Providence River 
and the New York, New Haven and Hart- 
ford Railroad Co. India Point Bridge at 
India Street, the State of Rhode Island 
Washington Bridge at Fox Point Boule- 
vard, the New York, New Haven and 
Hartford Railroad Co. Tunnel Bridge, 
and the city of Providence Red Bridge 
= Waterman Street across Seekonk 

ver. 

(b) Except as otherwise provided in 
paragraphs (c) and (d) of this section 
the draw of each bridge across Seekonk 
River shall be opened promptly upon re- 
ceiving the prescribed signal at all times 
during the day or night for the passage 


~ of vessels. 


(c) Between 7 a.m. and 9 a.m. and be- 
tween 4 p.m. and 6 p.m. daily the draws 
of the highway bridges over Seekonk 
River, except the Washington Bridge as 
provided in paragraph (d) of this sec- 
tion, need not be opened for the passage 
of vessels other than loaded self-pro- 
pelled cargo vessels and any assisting 
tugs: Provided, That the bridges, except 
the Washington Bridge as provided in 
paragraph (d) of this section, shall be 
opened promptly at all times for vessels 
owned or operated by the United States 
or the city of Providence desiring pas- 
sage because of an emergency involving 
danger to life or property, upon sounding 
four distinct blasts of a whistle or horn. 

(d) The owner of or agency controlling 
the Washington Bridge across Seekonk 
River need not open the draw for the 
passage of vessels. 

(e) The call signal for opening of the 
draw of each bridge shall be three short 
blasts of a whistle or horn. If the draw 
can be opened immediately, the call sig- 
nal shall be acknowledged by one long 
blast of a whistle or horn on the bridge. 
If the draw cannot be opened immedi- 
ately, the call signal shall be acknowl- 
edged by three long blasts, and in addi- 
tion a red flag or ball by day and a red 
light at night shall be conspicuously dis- 
played on the bridge. 

(f) Point Street Bridge. Between 7 a.m. 
and 9 a.m. and between 4 p.m. and 6 p.m. 
daily the draw of the bridge need not be 
opened for the passage of vessels; at all 
other times at least 24 hours’ advance 
notice is required, such notice to be given 
to the Director of Public Works, City 
Hall, Providence, R.I.: Provided, That 
the draw shall be opened at all times, 
upon request, for vessels owned or op- 
erated by the United States or the city 
of Providence Passage in an 
emergency involving danger to life or 
property. The owner of or agency cen- 
trolling the bridge shall provide arrange- 
ments whereby the drawtenders can be 
reached readily by telephone or other- 
wise at any hour of the day or night, in 
case of emergency. 
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(Sec. 5, 28 aoe 8. as amended; 33 U.S.C. 


499, Departmen’ Transportation Order 
1100.1, Mar, 31,.1967; 49 CFR 1.4(a) (3) (v), 
32 P.R. 5606) 


Dated: August 31, 1967. 


W. J. Smrrz, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10557; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 47 —TELECOMMUNICATION 


Chapter |1—Federal Communications 
Commission 


[Docket No. 17228; FCC 67-993] 


PART 2—FREQUENCY ALLOCATIONS 
AND RADIO TREATY MATTERS; 
GENERAL RULES AND REGULA- 
TIONS 


PART 89——-PUBLIC SAFETY RADIO 
SERVICES 


PART 91—INDUSTRIAL RADIO 
SERVICES 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


In the matter of amendment of Parts 
2, 89, and 91 of the Commission’s rules 
to provide for the expanded use of sig- 
naling devices on a regular basis, Dock- 
et No. 17228; petition filed by the Cen- 
tral Committee on Communications Fa- 
cilities of the American Petroleum In- 
stitute to permit use of frequencies 
listed under § 91.8(j) of the rules for 
remote control and telemetering in the 
operational fixed service, RM-390; pe- 
tition filed by the National Committee 
for Utilities Radio to permit use of five 
frequencies listed under § 91.8(j) of the 
rules for remote control and telemetering 
in the operational fixed and mobile serv- 
ice, RM-458; petition of Forest Indus- 
tries Radio Communications for amend- 
ment of § 91.354 of the rules to add the 
frequency 154.600 Mc/s for remote con- 
trol purposes, RM-906. 

Report and order. 1. On February 21, 
1967, the Commission released a notice 
of proposed rule (FCC 67-228, 
32 F.R. 3301) in the above-entitled mat- 
ter. The proposals contained therein 
provided for the use by various Indus- 
trial Services of six “splinter” frequen- 
cies in the 154 and 173 Mc/s band for 
telemetering and remote control opera- 
tions. One “splinter” channel would be 
made available to the Local Government 
Radio Service for emergency call box 
purposes. In addition, the Forest Prod- 
ucts Radio Service would be permitted 
access to the Business frequency 154.600 
Mc/s for transmission of audio tones to 
control remote objects and devices as 
well as for voice communication. Inter- 
ested parties were invited to file com- 
ments on dr before March 24, 1967, and 
reply comments on or before April 10, 
1967. 

2. Comments were received from the 
Central Committee on Communication 
Facilities of the American Petroleum 
Institute (API), Forest Industries Radio 
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Communications (FIRC), Land Mobile 
Section of Electronic Industries Associa- 
tion (EIA), National Committee for 
Utilities Radio (NCUR), Motorola, Inc., 
Detroit Edison Co., Cincinnati Gas and 
Electric Co., and the Special Industrial 
Radio - Service Association .(SIRSA). 
Reply comments. were received from 
Spencer-Kennedy Laboratories of Cali- 
fornia, Inc., Bruce C. McCallum (indi- 
vidual), Associated Public-Safety Com- 
munications Officers, Inc. (APCO), and 
the Nevada Department of Highways. 

3. In general, the comments sup- 
ported our proposal to make these chan- 
nels available for fixed and mobile tone 
signaling as the most effective use of 
these narrow channels. Mr. Bruce C. 
McCallum opposed the proposal and 
argued that we should use the 22.5 kc/s 
of spectrum in the 154 Mc/s band to 
create two 15 kc/s channels and allo- 
cate them to base and mobile operations. 
We have considered this argument and 
we are unable to determine that two 15 
ke/s channels could be created and 
effectively utilized within the space 
available. 

4. EIA, with APCO and SIRSA con- 
curring, propose that greater latitude be 
permitted for both the maximum modu- 
lating frequency and the maximum fre- 
quency deviation or swing to permit full 
occupancy of the narrow channels. 
NCUR proposed that the audio limita- 
tion for low-power mobile FM systems 
be extended to 1500 c/s. API suggested 
that equipment would operate more suit- 
ably with an allowable 2 kc/s deviation 
on ees 7.5 kc/s channels. We are adopt- 
ing these proposals in certain respects 
and the standards being established will 
permit the use of higher frequency tones 
if the deviation or swing is adjusted ac- 
cordingly. The sum of the maximum 
audio-frequency and the deviation or 
swing will be 2800 c/s in the 7.5 kc/s 
frequency bands and 1700 c/s in the two 
5 ke/s frequency bands. 

5. Cincinnati Gas and Electric sug- 
gests a tighter frequency tolerance: to 
0.0002 percent and allowance of modu- 
lation frequencies up to 3000 c/s in the 
7.5 ke/s frequency bands with a devia- 
tion of 1 ke/s. While this would permit 
voice operation, the results of develop- 
mental operations do not technically 
support the use of this type of system 
in such narrow channels. 

6. As suggested by the comments of 
Spencer-Kennedy Laboratories, fre- 
quency shift keying will be permitted, 
but the proposal to divide the 7.5 kc/s 
frequency bands into two channels ap- 
pears premature. Accordingly, only one 
7.5 kc/s frequency band will be available 
for call box use at this time. 

7. A consensus of the comments sug- 
gests that the power proposed for fixed 
stations is more than necessary for op- 
eration particularly if directional anten- 
nas are required. Accordingly, the rules 
will provide for a power of 50 watts into 
the antenna-for fixed use other than for 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


load shaving in the Power Radio Service 
and emergency call box use in the Local 
Government Radio Service, where pow- 
ers of 300 watts and 20 watts, respec- 
tively,-will be provided. 

8. EIA and SIRSA recommend provi- 
sion for omnidirectional antennas in call 
box communications inasmuch as call 
boxes are usually scattered or multiple 
monitoring stations may be employed. 
The two associations recommended a 20 
watt input to the antenna. APCO con- 
curs with EIA in specifying the input 
power at 20 watts for call boxes with 
omnidirectional antennas. Emergency 
call box use will be limited to a maximum 
of 20 watts into the antenna and omni- 
directional antennas may be used. Pend- 
ing further development of this use, 
acknowledgement systems will not be 
authorized in the call box frequency 


band. 

9. NCUR urges that the 154.460— 
154.4675 Mc/s band be made available 
for directional fixed and low-power 
mobile operations in addition to multiple 
address fixed use. Since this frequency 
band is to be allocated exclusively to the 
Power Radio Service and will be subject 
to frequency coordination, directional 
fixed and low-power mobile operations 
will be permitted. Directional fixed sta- 
tions will be limited to locations outside 
urbanized areas of 200;000 or more 
population. 

10. FIRC requested that on-off carrier 
tone modulated equipment used in woods 
operations be permitted 3 watts of out- 
put power inasmuch as 1 watt would not 
be sufficient for some types of operations. 
The mobile power has been changed to 
permit a maximum of 3 watts output in 
the Forest Products Radio Service and 1 
watt output in all the remaining services. 

11. In regard to the sharing of the four 
173 Mc/s frequencies, API and SIRSA 
recommend establishing a method of co- 
ordination, or placing the applications 
for these frequencies on public notice in 
aceordance with section 309(b) (2) (g) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. Interservice coordination will 
be required for all fixed station use of the 
frequency bands that are shared between 


dina- 

ton jo being oxennenee at this time, we 

users of the shared frequencies to 

uaa Sean maintaining interservice co. 

ordination. Fixed stations will be author. 

ized for operation at temporary locations 

where adequate frequency coordination 
is obtained. 

12. The comments received indicate 
that there are many needs in the severa] 
industries affected for fixed and mobile 
tone signaling frequencies. Several of the 
comments supported the allocation of ad- 
ditional space for the land mobile services, 
however, nothing filed suggested ways 
that the 7.5 and 5 kc/s channels could be 
used for two-way mobile service com- 
munications. Accordingly, it appears that 
the proposals set forth in the notice and 
as modified on the basis of comments 
received would provide for efficient utili- 
zation of the subject frequencies. 

13. Therefore, pursuant to authority 
contained in sections 4(i) and 303 of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amend- 
ed: It is ordered, That effective Octo- 
ber 12, 1967, Parts 2, 89, and 91 of the 
Commission’s rules are amended in the 
manner set forth below. It is further 
ordered, That the proceeding in Docket 
No. 17228 are hereby terminated. 

14. It is further ordered, That all li- 
censees of developmental facilities op- 
erating on frequencies set forth in the 
rule changes ordered herein, make nec- 
essary frequency changes on or before 
October 1, 1968. 

(Secs. 4, 308, 48 Stat., as amended 1066, 1082; 
47 U.S.C. 154, 303) 


Adopted: August 30, 1967. 
Released: September 6, 1967. 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
Commtission,* 


Ben F. WapPte, 
Secretary. 


1 Dissenting opinion of Commissioner Cox 
in which Commissioner Johnson joins, filed 
as part of the original document. Commis- 
sioner Wadsworth absent. 


[sea] 


I. Part 2 of the Commission’s rules is amended as follows: 


§ 2.106 [Amended] 


1. In Part 2, § 2.200 ts axncindind to 080 w nots Tocilices Qaetieasine WIT te column 
11 for the frequency bands 153.7325-154.46 Mc/s and 154.46-154.6275 Mc/s as 
follows, and added to the NG footnotes as set forth below: 


LAND MOBILE, 


OF SERVICES 
Nature Gaee 


ll 


oe Earth 


INDUSTRIAL. (NG57). 
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NG57 The frequency bands 164.4525~- 
154.46 Mc/s, 154.46-154.4675 Mc/s and 154.~ 
4675-154.4750 Mc/s may also be assigned to 
fixed stations. 

I. Part 89 of the Commission’s rules 
is amended as follows: 

1. In § 89.101, the introductory text of 
paragraph (f) is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 89.101 Frequencies. 
* aa s 7 

(f) The frequency bands 153.7325 to 
153.7475 and 159.4725 to 159.480 Mc/s 
may be authorized for developmental 
operation to any eligible applicant in 
the Public Safety Radio Services for nar- 
row band systems only: Provided, That: 

* * . * *” 

2. In § 89.259 the Frequency Table in 
paragraph (f) is amended in part, and 
paragraph. (g) is amended by adding 
subparagraphs (1) and (2) as follows: 
§ 89.259 Frequencies available to the 

Local Government Radio Service. 
2 . * « * 
oS 


Frequency or band Class of station(s)~ 


o 

(g) se 

(1) This frequency is available for as- 
signment to fixed stations for the pur- 
pose of providing emergency call box 
service. The maximum power output of 
the transmitter is 20 watts. Al, A2, Fl, 
or F2 emission may be authorized; how- 
ever, the authorized bandwidth may not 
exceed 6 kc/s. 

(2) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation or 
swing in c/s may not exceed 2800 c/s and 
the maximum frequency deviation may 
not exceed 2.5 kc/s. For AM transmitters 
the highest modulating frequency may 
not exceed 2000 c/s. The carrier frequen- 
cy must be maintained within 0.0005 per- 
cent of the center of the frequency band. 

* ™ x s 

Il. Part 91 of the Commission’s rules 
is amended as follows: 
§91.8 [Amended] 

1. Section 91.8(j) is amended, in part, 
by the deletion of the frequency bands 
154.4600-154.4675, 173.2000—173.2075, 
173.2075-173.2125, 173.3875—173.3925, and 
173.3925-173.4000 Mc/s. 

2. In § 91.254 the Frequency Table in 
paragraph (a) is amended, in part, and 
paragraph (b) is amended by adding sub- 
paragraphs (17) through (23) as follows: 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 
§ 91.254 Frequencies available. 


@ eee 


Frequency or band Class of station(s) 


173.3875-173.3925 _ . .- 
173.3925-173.4000_ . -.|-....- 


(b) ses 

(17) This frequency is available pri- 
marily for assignment to multiple ad- 
dress fixed stations employing omnidi- 
rectional antennas used for Power Utility 
peak load shaving and shedding and to 
mobile stations used for the remote con- 
trol of objects and devices. The maxi- 
mum power that may be authorized to 
fixed stations is 300 watts output, and the 
maximum power that may be authorized 
for mobile stations is 1 watt output. Al, 
A2, F1, or F2 emission may be authorized. 

(18) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation or 
swing in c/s may not exceed 2800 c/s and 
the maximum fr deviation may 
not exceed 2.5 kc/s. For AM transmitters 
the highest modulating frequency may 
not exceed 2000 c/s. The carrier frequen- 
cy must be maintained within 0.0005 
percent of the center of the frequency 
band, and the authorized bandwidth may 
not exceed 6 kc/s. 

(19) This frequency may also be as- 
signed to operational fixed stations em- 
ploying directional antenna systems 
(front-to-back ratio of 20 db) when such 
stations are located at least 75 miles 
from the boundaries of any urbanized 
area of 200,000 or more population. (U.S. 
Census of Population, 1960, Vol. I, Fig. 
46, p. 836). The maximum power output 
of the transmitter for such fixed stations 
may not exceed 50 watts. Al, A2, F1, or 
F2 emission may be authorized. 

(20) In this frequency band the maxi- 
mum power. output of the transmitter 
may not exceed 50 watts for fixed stations 
and 1 watt for mobile stations. Al, A2, F1, 
or F2 emission may be authorized, and 
mobile stations used to control remote 
objects and devices may be operated in 
the continuous transmit mode. 

(21) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation 
or swing in c/s may not exceed 1700 c/s 
and the maximum deviation may not ex- 
ceed 1.2 kc/s. For AM transmitters the 
highest modulating frequency may not 
exceed 1200 c/s. The carrier frequency 
must be maintained within 0.0005 per- 
cent of the center of the frequency band, 


12917 


and the authorized bandwidth may not 
exceéd 3 ke/s. 


ing locations separated by 160° of azi- 
muth. 

(23) This frequency is available on a 
shared basis with other Industrial Radio 
Services 


3. In § 91.304 the Frequency Table in 
paragraph (a) is amended in part, and 
paragraph (b) is amended by adding 


subparagraphs (21) through (26) as fol- 
lows: 


§ 91.304 Frequencies available. 
(a) s+ Ff 


Frequency or band Class of station(s) _ 
ns 


154.4675-154.4750. . .. 
SER ice ncn isdscnss 


ses 


178.2000-173.2075 . - .- 
173.2075-173.2125 


173.3875-173.3025 - ---| Fixed or mobile 
173.3025-173.4000. . ..|.....do 


oe 7 © 

(b) ses 

(21) The maximum power output of 
the transmitter may not exceed 50 watts 
for fixed stations and 1 watt for mobile 
stations. Al, A2, Fl, or F2 emission may 
be authorized and mobiie stations used to 
control remote objects and devices may 
od pa in the continuous transmit 
mode. 

(22) This frequency band.is available 
on a shared basis with the Special In- 
dustrial Radio Service. 

(23) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation 
or swing in c/s may not exceed 1700 c/s 
and the maximum deviation may not ex- 
ceed 1.2 kc/s. For AM transmitters the 
highest modulating frequency may not 
exceed 1200 c/s. The carrier 
must be maintained within 0.0005 per- 
cent of the center of the frequency band, 
and the authorized bandwidth may not 
exceed 3 kc/s. 

(24) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation 
or swing in c/s may not exceed 2800 c/s 
and the maximum deviation may not ex- 
ceed 2.5 kc/s. For AM transmitters the 
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(25) This frequency band is available 
on a shared basis with other Industrial 
Radio Services. 





(26) Operational fixed stations must - 


employ directional: antennas having a 
front-to-back ratio of at least 20 db. 
Omnidirectional antennas having unity 
gain may be employed for stations com- 
municating with at least three receiving 
locations separated by 160° of azimuth. 


4. In § 91.354 the Frequency Table in 
paragraph (a) is amended in part, and 
paragraph (b) is amended by amending 
subparagraph (10) and adding new sub- 


Paragraphs (22) through (26) as fol- 
lows: 


§ 91.354 Frequencies available. 
(a) s 2: 


Frequency or band Class of station(s) 





Limita- 
tions 


Baie ctsawteecis sed Dis nriitei dpeindintaos 10 
eee see ses 
173.2000-173.2075.....| Fixed or mobile. .-..... —* 25, 
173.2075-173.2125_....|..... ate ee 23, 24, 25, 
ses ees see 
173.3875-173.3925_....| Fixed or mobile. ...... % 24, 25, 
173.3025-173.4000__...|..... a ne eee? 22, 24, 25, 
& a = * + 
®).**°* 


(10) Authorizations to operate on this 
frequency will be issued for A2 or F2 
emission for tone signaling or for a com- 
bination of such emission with A3 or F3 
emission with a maximum bandwidth of 
20 ke/s. The plate power input to the 
final radiofrequency stage shall not 
exceed 3 watts. The maximum distance 
between any transmitter and the center 
of the radiating portion of its antenna 
shall not exceed 25 feet. Operation on 
this frequency is subject to the condition 
that no harmful interference is caused 
to stations operating in the Business 
Radio Service. 


(22) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation 
or swing in c/s may not exceed 2800 c/s 
and the maximum deviation may not 
exceed 2.5 kc/s. For AM transmitters the 
highest modulating frequency may not 
exceed 2000 c/s. The carrier frequency 
must be maintained within 0.0005 per- 
cent of the center of the frequency band, 
and the authorized bandwidth may not 
exceed 6 kc/s. 

(23) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation 
or swing in c/s may not exceed 1700 c/s 
and the maximum deviation may not 
exceed 1.2 kc/s. For AM transmitters the 
highest modulating frequency may not 
exceed 1200 c/s. The carrier frequency 
must be maintained within 0.0005 per- 

cent of the center of the frequency band, 
and the authorized bandwidth may not 
exceed 3 kc/s. 

(24) In this frequency band the maxi- 
mum power output of the transmitter 
may not exceed 50 watts for fixed sta- 





RULES AND REGULATIONS 


tions and 3 watts for mobile stations. Al, 
A2, Fl, or F2 emission may be authorized, 
and mobile stations used to control re- 
mote objects and devices may be oper- 
ated in the continuous trahsmit mode. 

(25) Operational fixed stations must 
employ directional antennas having a 
front-to-back ratio of at least 20 db. 
Omnidirectional antennas having unity 
gain may be employed for stations com- 
municating with at least three receiving 
locations separated by 160° of azimuth. 


(26) This. frequency a is available 
on a shared basis with other Industriaj 
Radio Services. 

5. In § 91,504 the Frequency Table in 
paragraph (a) is amended in part, and 
Paragraph (b) is amended by adding 
subparagraphs (20) through (25) as 
follows: 


§ 91.504 Frequencies available. 
(a) s* es 





Frequency or band Class of station(s) 
see f see 
= a epee ess 2 Fixed or mobile. _-__.-.- 


Liicsipeininialiebiinidipisapteimaintinie Base or mobile 


am s = * 7 

(b) se * 

(20) This frequency band is available 
on a shared basis with the Petroleum 
Radio Service. 

(21) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation 
or swing in c/s may not exceed 2800 c/s 
and the maximum frequency deviation 
may not exceed 2.5 k/sc. For AM trans- 
mitters the highest modulating fre- 
quency may not exceed 2000 c/s. The car- 


rier frequency must be maintained with-- 


in 0.0005 percent of the center of the 
frequency band, and the authorized 
bandwidth may not exceed 6 kc/s. 

(22) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in 
c/s and the amount of frequency devia- 
tion or swing in c/s may not exceed 1700 
c/s and the maximum deviation may not 
exceed 1.2 k/sc. For AM transmitters the 
highest modulating frequency may not 
exceed 1200 c/s. The carrier frequency 
must be maintained within 0.0005 per- 
cent of the center of the frequency band, 
and the authorized bandwidth may not 
exceed 3 k/sc. 


Frequency or band Class of station(s) 
ees eee 
173.2000-173-2075 __.......-.---.- SE Soon sesh eciews 
178.2075-178.2128 . ..............}-...- cobb il ees 
173.3875-178.3925_. . .-....--.-.-].---- WOO i rintarmipcepttctapcaicstn 
178.3925-178.4000. .......--..-..}..--- Ba tian nieces mena 
ED iikcasccentsbdulinwstecd Operational fixed... .... 
© * * * . 
 iadiindlieg 


(29) This frequency band is available 
on a shared basis with other Industrial 
Radio Services and may be used for low- 
power mobile operations for the purpose 
of remote control and telemetering. The 
maximum power output of the trans- 
mitter may not exceed 1. watt. Al, A2, F1, 
or F2 emission may be authorized and 
mobile stations used to control remote 
objects and devices may be operated in 
the continuous transmit mode. 

(30) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation 
or swing in c/s may not exceed 2800 c/s, 
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General reference Limitations 





(23) In this frequency band the maxi- 
mum power output of the transmitter 
may not exceed 50 watts for fixed sta- 
tions and 1 watt for mobile stations. Al, 
A2, Fl, or F2 emission may be author- 
ized, and mobile stations used to control 
remote objects and devices may be 
operated in the continuous transmit 
mode. 

(24) Operational fixed stations must 
employ directional antennas having a 
front-to-back ratio of at least 20 db. 
Omnidirectional antennas having unity 
gain may be employed for stations com- 
municating with at least three receiving 
locations separated by 160° of azimuth. 

(25) This frequency band is available 
on a shared basis with other Industrial 
Radio Services. 


6. In § 91.554 the Frequency Table in 
paragraph (a) is amended in part, and 
paragraph (b) is amended by the addi- 
tion of subparagraphs (29), (30), and 
(31) as follows: 

§ 91.554 Frequencies available. 

(a) =e & 


General reference Limitations 

eee aee 
agkuage Permanent use_...............-- 29, 30 
meneiieiiens vil ss owt bine ctbimaa 29, 31 
Kevielacadacaall TD ssh eosedacie Setadimasiubichtioeseecns 29, 31 
Sheree Eee Ra se eee Me cate 29, 30 
cbeninel GIO ee crierrnnedemnnnseut 4,6 


_ and the maximum frequency deviation 


may not exceed 2.5 kc/s. For AM trans- 
mitters the highest modulating fre- 
quency may not exceed 2000 c/s. The 
carrier frequency must be maintained 
within 0.0005 percent of the center of 
the frequency band, and the authorized 
bandwidth may not exceed 6 kc/s. 

(31) For FM transmitters the sum of 
the highest modulating frequency in c/s 
and the amount of frequency deviation 
or swing in c/s may not exceed 1700 c/s, 
and the maximum frequency deviation 
may not exceed 1.2 kc/s. For AM trans- 
mitters the highest modulating fre- 
quency may not exceed 1500 c/s. The 
carrier frequency must be maintained 









within 0.0005 percent of the center of 
the frequency band, and the authorized 
pandwidth may not exceed 3 ke/s. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10526; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 


Subtitle A—Office of the Secretary 
of Transportation 
[OST Docket No. 1; Amdt. 1-8} 


PART 1—FUNCTIONS, POWERS, AND 
DUTIES OF THE DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Delegation of Authority With Respect 
to Civil Administration of Wake 
Island 


On February 5, 1962, the Federal 
Aviation Agency and the Department of 
the Interior entered into an agreement 
(27 F.R. 8887) for the civil administra- 
tion of Wake Island. The expiration 
date of the agreement was to be Sep- 
tember 4, 1967. . 

On August 26, 1967, the Secretary of 
Transportation and the Secretary of the 
Interior renewed the agreement for an 
additional period expiring on June 30, 
1973. The renewal agreement is being 
published in the notices section of the 
FEDERAL REGISTER.” 

Section 6(c)(1) of the Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c) (1)) transferred to and vested in 
the Secretary of Transportation certain 
functions, powers, and duties of the 
Federal Aviation Agency and of the 
Administrator, including those relating 
to Wake Island. Since the Federal Avia- 
tion Administration has been charged 
with the civil administration of Wake 
Island and is prepared to continue to 
do so, the authority under the renewal 
agreement is being delegated to the Fed- 
eral Aviation Administrator. 

In consideration of the foregoing, 
§1.4(b) of Title 49, CFR, is amended, 
effective September 5, 1967, by amending 
the introductory language and by adding 


1See Department of Transportation, Office 
of the Secretary, F.R. Doc. 67-10576, infra. 
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@ new subparagraph (3) to read as 
follows: ~ 


§ 1.4 Delegation of functions, powers, 
and duties. 

; * . . . s 

(b) The Federal Aviation Administra- 
tor is hereby authorized to exercise the 
functions, powers, and duties vested in 
the Secretary by the following sections 
of the Act and other authority cited: 


. + * > * 

(3) The agreement between the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Secretary 
of Transportation of August 26, 1967, 
relating to the civil administration of 
Wake Island. 

* * s ” s 

This action is taken under the author- 
ity of sections 6(c)(1) and 9 of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c) (1) and 1657). Since this 
amendment involves a delegation of 
authority and relates to the internal 
management of the Department, notice 
and public procedure thereon are not 
required and the amendment may be 
made effective in less than 30 days after 
publication. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep» 
tember 2, 1967. 
Atan S. Boyp, 


Secretary of Transportation. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10565; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 


Chapter I—Bureav of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 


SUBCHAPTER C—-THE NATIONAL WILDLIFE 
REFUGE SYSTEM 


PART 32—HUNTING 
PART 33—SPORT FISHING 


San Luis National Wildlife Refuge, 
Calif. 


On page 10857 of the FepErAL REGISTER 
of July 25, 1967, there was published a 


notice of a proposed amendment to 50 
CFR 32.11, 32.21, and 334. The purpose 
of this amendment is to provide public 
hunting of migratory birds and upland 
game, and sport fishing on the San Luis 
National Wildlife Refuge, Calif., as leg- 
islatively permitted. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written comments, 
suggestions, or objections with respect to 
the proposed amendment. No comments, 
suggestions, or objections have been re- 
ceived. The proposed amendment is here- 
by adopted without change. 

Since this amendment benefits the 
public by relieving existing restrictions 
on hunting and fishing, it shall become 
effective upon publication in the FeprraL 
REGISTER. 

(Sec. 10, 45 Stat. 1224, 16 U.S.C. 7151; sec. 4, 
80 Stat. 927, 16 U.S.C. 668dd) 


1. Section 32.11 is amended by the ad- 
dition of the following area as one where 
hunting of migratory game birds is 
authorized: 


§ 32.11 List of open areas; migratory 
game bi 
o a7 * © = 
CALIFORNIA 
SAN LUIS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


2. Section 32.21 is amended by the ad- 
dition of the following area as one where 
hunting of upland game is authorized: 
§ 32.21 List of open areas; upland game. 

* . * . +. 
CALIFORNIA 
SAN LUIS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 

3. Section 33.4 is amended by the ad- 
dition of the following area as one where 
sport fishing is authorized: 

§ 33.4 List of open areas; sport fishing, 
+ * + * * 
CALIFORNIA 
SAN LUIS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


Joun S. GOTTSCHALK, 
Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 
SepTremsBer 5, 1967. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10540; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 








Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Immigration and Naturalization 
Service 


{8 CFR Part 2521 
LANDING OF ALIEN CREWMEN 


Permanent Landing Permit and Identi- 
fication Card for Crewmen 


Pursuant to section 553 of Title 5 of 
the United States Code (P.L. 89-554, 80 
Stat. 383), notice is hereby given of the 
proposed issuance of the following rules 
pertaining to the permissive application 
for permanent landing permits by non- 
immigrant alien crewmen who are em- 
ployed on passenger vessels with a com- 
plement of 100 or more nonimmigrant 
alien crewmen which make regular trips 
to the United States. In accordance with 
section 553, interested persons may sub- 
mit to the Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization, Room 757, 119 D 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20536, writ- 
ten data, views, or arguments (in dupli- 
cate) relative to these proposed rules. 
Such representations may not be pre- 
sented orally in any manner. All relevant 
material received within 20 days follow- 
ing the date of publication of this notice 
will be considered. 

Section 252.4 is amended to read as 
follows: 


§ 252.4 Permanent landing permit and 
identification card. 

(a) Eligibility. A nonimmigrant alien 
crewman who seeks to land temporarily 
in the United States as provided in-§ 252.1 
(da) (1) who is employed on a passenger 
vessel with a complement of 100 or more 
alien nonimmigrant crewmen which 
makes regular trips to the United States 
may apply on Form I-174 to the im- 
migration officer for a permanent type 
landing permit and identification card 
which will be valid indefinitely for an 
unlimited number of conditional land- 
ings without endorsement on each ar- 
rival. The applicant shall be photo- 
graphed and fingerprinted. Upon estab- 
lishing his status to the satisfaction of 
an immigration officer, a laminated Form 
I-184 landing permit and identification 
card may be issued to the applicant. An 
application for Form I-184 shall not be 
accepted from nor shall Form I-184 be 
issued to a crewman whose temporary 

n has been authorized under sec- 
tion 212(d) (3) of the Act; a Canadian or 
British citizen crewman serving on a ves- 
sel plying solely between Canada and the 
United States; a crewman whose de- 
parture has been enforced for a willful 
violation of the immigration laws or a 
crewman who has been refused a Form 
I-184 or whose Form I-184 has been 
voided, except that a Form I-184 may be 
issued to a crewman who, after deporta- 


tion, has been granted permission to re- 
apply for admission pursuant to section 
212(a) (16) or (17) of the Act or in 
whose case, after Form I-184 was refused 
or voided, he has been found to be a 
bona fide crewman: Provided, That, the 
deportation, refusal, or voidance oc- 
curred more than 1 year prior to the re- 
application. An ‘application for a new 
card in lieu of one lost or destroyed shall 
be made on Form I-174, without fee, and 
the crewman need not be fingerprinted. 
An issued Form I-184 will be held at the 
processing port for delivery to the crew- 
man on the next arrival of the vessel. 
Any undelivered Form I-184 will be held 
on file in the processing office until the 
close of the calendar year next following 
the year of processing. At the expiration 
of that period, the card will be destroyed. 

(b) Validity and revocation. A Form 
I-184 is valid until revoked. It shall be 
revoked when an immigration officer 
finds that the crewman is in the United 
States in willful violation of the terms 
and conditions of his admission, or that 
he is inadmissible to the United States. 
On revocation, the Form I-184 shall be 
surrendered to an immigration officer. 
No appeal shall lie from a denial of an 
application for, or the revocation of, 
Form I-184. 


(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103) 
Dated: September 5, 1967. 


Cc f 
Immigration and Naturalization. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10541; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 


Department of Transportation 
[14 CFR Part 39] 
[Docket No. 8385] 
AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 


British Aircraft Corp. Model BAC 
1—11 400 Series Airplanes 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an airworthiness directive applicable to 
British Aircraft Corp. Model BAC 1-11 
400 Series airplanes. There have been 
in-service failures of flap secondary 
transmission shafts located between the 
Nos. 1 and 2 screwjacks and others have 
been found cracked. Based on an inves- 
tigation of the failures, the FAA has de- 
termined that while a failure of these 
shafts does not create an immediate 
hazardous condition, shafts which have 


since progressi 
unsafe condition. It has also been deter- 
mined that prior to a failure the end of 





the fittings or the fairlead sleeve may 
exhibit frettage. Since this condition is 
likely to exist or develop in other air- 
planes of the same type design, the pro- 
posed airworthiness directive would re- 
quire repetitive inspections of the shafts 
for failures or signs of frettage, the re- 
placement or repair of shafts which have 
failed, the more frequent inspection of 
shafts which exhibit signs of frettage, 
and the discontinuance of the inspections 
after the airplanes are modified in ac- 
cordance with BAC 1-11 Service Bulle- 
tin 27-PM 3034, Part (a), or an equiva- 
lent approved by the Chief, Aircraft 
Certification Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa, 
and Middle East Region. 


Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the doc- 
ument number and be submitted in du- 
plicate to the Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Office of the General Counsel, 
Attention: Rules Docket, 800 Independ- 
ence Avenue SW., W: . Do 
20590. All communications received on or 
before October 9, 1967, will be consid- 
ered by the Administrator before taking 
action upon the proposed rule. The pro- 
posals contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re- 
ceived. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date for 
comments, in the Rules Docket for ex- 
amination by interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a) , 601, and 603 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations by 
adding the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


Atrcrarr, Applies to Model BAC 1- 
11 400 Series airplanes. 
Compliance required as indicated unless 
already accomplished. 
To prevent the failure of the flap secondary 


effective date of this AD or before the ac- 
cumulation of 1,500 landings, whichever oc- 
curs later, visually inspect the flap secondary 


each fairlead sleeve, in accordance with Brit- 
ish Aircraft Corp. BAC 1-11 Alert Service 
Bulletin No. 27-A-PM 3034, Issue 1, dated 
June 5, 1967, or later ARB-approved issue, or 
an equivalent approved by the Chief, Aircraft 
Certification Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa, and 
Middle East 

(b) If a frettage deposit is detected dur- 
ing the inspection required al paragraph 
(a), repeat the inspection required by para- 
graph (a) at intervals not to exceed 70 land- 
ings from the last inspection. 
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(c) If a frettage deposit is not detected 
during the inspection required by paragraph 
(a), repeat the inspection required by para- 
graph (a) at intervals not to exceed 350 land- 
ings from the last inspection. ; 

(d) Replace failed flap secondary trans- 
mission shafts, Hobson P/N CHA 561-067, 
pefore further flight with a new shaft of the 
same part number or with a shaft repaired. 
in accordance with BAC 1-11 Alert Service 
Bulletin No. 27-A-PM 3034, Issue 1, dated 
June 5, 1967, or later ARB-approved issue, or 
an equivalent repair approved by the Chief, 
Aircraft Certification Staff, FAA, Europe, 
Africa, and Middle East Region. Continue 
the inspections required by paragraphs (a), 
(b), and (c) for the replacement or repaired 
shafts. 

(e) The inspections required by paragraphs 
(a), (b), and (c) may be discontinued when 
the airplanes are modified in accordance 
with BAC 1-11 Service Bulletin 27 PM 3034, 
Part (a), or later ARB-approved issue, or 
an equivalent approved by the Chief, Air- 
craft Certification Staff, FAA, Europe, 
Africa, and Middle East Region. 

(f) For the purpose of complying with this 
AD, subject to acceptance by the assigned 
FAA maintenance inspector, the number of 
landings may be determined by dividing each 
airplane’s hours’ time in service by the 
operator’s fleet average time from takeoff 
to landing for the airplane type. 


Issued in Washington, D.C. on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. 
R. 8S. Surrr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 67-10559; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 39) 
[Docket No. 8384] 


AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 


Hawker Siddeley, De Havilland Model 
104 Dove Series Airplanes 


Amendment 168, 14 CFR Part 507 (25 
F.R. 4899) , AD 60-12-3, required inspec- 
tion for cracks in the wing root joint 
fitting of Hawker Siddeley De Havilland 
Dove Model 104 Series aircraft, the re- 
placement of defective parts and the 
sealing of the joint fitting. After issuing 
Amendment 168, due to service experi- 
ence, the FAA has determined that the 
inspection and sealing of the joint fitting, 
in accordance with Hawker Siddeley 
Technical News Sheet No. 168, Issue 
No, 2, referenced in AD 60—-12-3, did not 
overcome the fretting and corrosion 
problems. Therefore, the FAA is con- 
sidering superseding Amendment 168 
with a new AD requiring inspection and 
the complete sealing of the joint with a 
different compound in accordance with 
Technical News Sheet, CT (104) No. 168, 
Issue 3, Amendment 2, dated February 
13, 1967, or an FAA-approved equivalent. 

Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
tule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications » should. identify the 
docket number and be submitted in dupli- 
cate to the Federal Aviation Administra- 


tion, Office of the General Counsel, At- 
tention; Rules Docket, 800 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. 
Ali communications received on or before 
October 9, 1967, will be considered by 
the Administrator before taking action 
upon the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and 1423). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations by 
adding the following new airworthiness 
directive: 


Hawker Sippeter. Applies to De Havilland 
Model 104 Dove. Series airplanes. 

Compliance required as indicated. 

To prevent possible fatigue failure of the 
wing main lower root joint fitting, accom- 
plish the following, unless already accom- 
plished: 

(a) Within the next 300 hours’ time in 
service after the effective date of this AD, or 5 
years from the production date of the air- 
plane, or 5 years from any identical pre- 
vious inspection, whichever occurs latest, 
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 
5,400 hours’ time in service or 6 years, which- 
ever occurs first, from the last inspection, 
inspect the wing main lower root joint as- 
sembly in accordance with Hawker Siddeley 
Technical News Sheet, CT (104) No. 168, 
Issue 8, Amendment 2, dated February 13, 
1967, or later ARB-approved issue, or an 
equivalent approved by the Chief, Aircraft 
Certification Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa, and 
Middle East Region. 

(b) If deficiencies are detected during the 
inspection required by paragraph (a) which 
cannot be corrected in the manner specified 
in Hawker Siddeley Technical News Sheet, 
CT (104) No. 168, Issue 3, Amendment 2, 
dated February 13, 1967, or an equivalent 
approved by the Chief, Aircraft Certification 
Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa, and Middle East 
Region, before further flight replace defec- 
tive parts with servicable parts of the same 
part number or an equivalent approved by 
the Chief, Aircraft Certification Staff, FAA, 
Europe, Africa, and Middle East Region. 

(c) Magnetic particle and dye penetran 
methods of inspection may be used in lieu 
of the crack testing methods set forth in 
Hawker Siddeley Technical News Sheet, CT 
(104) No. 168, Issue 8, Amendment 2, dated 
February 13, 1967. 

(a) Jointing, antifretting and anticorro- 
sion, and sealing compounds which are equiv- 
alent to the commercially designated com- 
pounds in Hawker Siddeley Technical News 
Sheet, CT (104) No. 168, Issue 3, Amendment 
2, dated February 13, 1967, may be used. 


This supersedes Amendment 168, 14 
CFR Part 507, AD 60-12-3. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. 


R. 8. Surrr, 
Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10660; Piled, Sept. -8, 1967; 
8:46 am.] 


{14 CFR Part 391 
[Docket No. 8383] 
AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 


Hawker Siddeley Model DH-125 
Series 1A and 1A-522 Airplanes, 
Serial Nos. 25013 Through 25104 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 39 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding 
an airworthiness directive applicable to 
Hawker Siddeley Model DH-125 Series 
1A and 1A-522 airplanes, Serial Nos. 
25013 through 25104. A failure of the en- 
gine mount beam which lies across the 
fuselage in the rear equipment bay has 
occurred during a static ultimate load 
test conducted after prolonged fatigue 
testing. The FAA has determined that 
the beam is vulnerable to damage dur- 
ing servicing and to corrosion from 
moisture which could accumulate in the 
foam filling. Since these conditions are 
likely to exist or develop in other air- 
planes of the same type design, the pro- 
posed airworthiness directive would re- 
quire the strengthening of the beam.by 
stabilizing the flanges at the outboard 
ends and the replacement of the foam 
filler with aluminum guard plates. 

Interested persons are invited to par- 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 


- docket number and be submitted in du- 


plicate to the Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration, Office of the General Counsel, 
Attention: Rules Docket, 800 Independ- 
ence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 
20590. All communications received on 
or before October 9, 1967, will be con- 
sidered by the Administrator before tak- 
ing action upon the proposed rule. The 
proposals contained in this notice may 
be changed in the light of comments re- 
ceived. All comments will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601, and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1854(a), 1421, 1423). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it. is 
proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations by add- 


ing the following new airworthiness di- 
rective: 


Hawker Simwpe.er. Applies to Model DH-125 
Series 1A and 1A-522 airplanes, Serial 
Nos. 25013 through 25104. 

Compliance required within the next 500 
hours’ time in service after the effective date 
of this AD, unless already accomplished. 

To preclude the possibility of engine 
mount beam failure, modify the engine 
mount beam by removing the foam filler, 
reinforcing the lower flanges at the out- 
board ends with bar inserts and installing 
aluminum guard plates, in accordance with 
Hawker Siddeley Service Bulletin. 53-22- 
(1723), revision 1, dated April 10, 1967, or 
later ARB-approved. revision or an equiv- 
alent approved by the Chief, Aircraft Cer- 
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tification Staff, FAA, Europe, Africa, and 
Middle East Region. . 


Issued in ‘Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. 
R. 8. Surrr, 


Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10561; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 am.] 


[14 CFR Part 71) 
[Airspace Docket No. 67-SO-84} 


CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 


Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration is 
considering amendments to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
soe alter the Hickory, N.C., control 
zone and transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Area Man- 
ager, Atlanta Area Office, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Post Office Box 
20636, Atlanta, Ga. 30320. All communi- 
cations received within 30 days after pub- 
lication of this notice in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. No 
hearing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch. Any data, 
views or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
ir. order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 

The Hickory control zone described in 
§ 71.171 (32 F.R. 2071) would be altered 
by deleting “* * * (lat. 35°44’24"’ N., 
long. 81°23’30’’ W.) * * *” and substi- 
tuting “* * * (lat. 35°44'25’’ N., long. 
81°23’28’’ W.) * * *” therefor. 

The Hickory transition area described 
in § 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148 and 7153) would 
be altered by redesignating the 700-foot 
portion as: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8-mile 
radius of Hickory Municipal Airport (lat. 
35°44'25"’ N., long. 81°23'28’" W); within 2 
miles each side of the Hickory VOR 223° and 
058° radials, extending from the 8-mile radius 
area to 8 miles northeast of the VOR; within 
2 miles each side of the Hickory VOR 114° 
radial, extending from the VOR to 14 miles 
southeast; 


The proposed alteration of the control 
zone description is required due to the 
refinement of the geographic coordinate 
of the Hickory Municipal Airport. 

The proposed transition area alteration 
is required for the protection of IFR air- 
craft executing a standard instrument 
approach to the Statesville Municipal 
Airport utilizing the Hickory VOR. 

The official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Southern Regional Office, Federal Avia- 


is proposed 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
3 aC EA Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 
(a@)). 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on August 
28, 1967. 
James G. ROGERS, 
Director, Southern Region. 
[F.R. Doc. 67-10562; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 a.m.] 


{14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No. 67-SO-83] 


TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation ‘ca 
that would alter the Yazoo City, Miss 
transition area. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Area Man- 
ager, Memphis Area Office, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Branch, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Post Office Box 
18097, Memphis, Tenn. 38118. All com- 
munications received within 30 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER will be considered be- 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No hearing is contemplated 
at this time, but arrangements for in- 
formal conferences with Federal Avia- 
tion Administration officials may be 
made by contacting the Chief, Air Traf- 
fic Branch. Any data, views or argu- 
ments presented during such conferences 
must also be submitted in writing in ac- 
cordance with this notice in order to be- 
come part of the record for considera- 
tion. The proposal contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. 

The Yazoo City transition area de- 
scribed in § 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148) would 
b2 redesignated as: 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radius 
of Barrier Field (lat. 32°52’30’’ N., long. 90°- 
24'25’’ W.); within 2 miles each side of the 
100° bearing from ‘WAZF commercial broad- 
cast station (lat. 32°52'00’’ N., long. 90°- 
23’31’’ W.), extending from the 6-mile radius 
area to-8 miles east of WAZF commercial 
broadcast station; within 2 miles each side 
of the Jackson, Miss. VORTAC 332° radial, 
extending from the 6-mile radius area to 16 
miles northwest of the VORTAC; and that 
airspace extending upward from 1,200 feet 
above the surface within 5 miles each side of 
the 280° bearing from WAZF commercial 
broadcast station, extending from WAZF 
commercial broadcast station to 13 miles 
west; and within 8 miles north and 5 miles 
south of the 100° bearing from WAZF com- 
mercial broadcast station, extending from 
WAZF commercial broadcast station to 12 
miles east. 


The application of current criteria re- 
quires an increase in dimension of the 
700-foot transition area. 

The proposed additional 700-foot 
transition area extension is required for 


the protection of IPR aircraft executing 
a standard instrument approach 5 


This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348(a)). 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on August 28, 
1967. 
James G. ROGERS, 
Director, Southern Region. 
[F.R. Doc. 67-10563; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 am.) 4 


{14 CFR Port 1211] 
[Docket No. 8269; Notice 67-27A] 


CERTIFICATION AND OPERATIONS 
OF TRAVEL CLUBS 


Extension of Comment Period 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
proposed in Notice 67-27, published in 
the FeperaL ReEcGIsTer on July 13, 1967, 
to amend Part 121 of the Federal Avia- 
tion Regulations to include operations 
conducted by “travel clubs” with large 
airplanes. The notice stated that con- 
sideration would be given to all com- 
ments received on or before September 
11, 1967. 

A number of persons have requested 
an extension of time for submission of 
comments. They assert that an exten- 
sion is necessary to adequately evaluate 
the proposal and prepare industry com- 
ments having the degree of complete- 
ness necessary to achieve the FAA’s ob- 
jectives. 

I find that the persons requesting the 
extension have shown a substantive in- 
terest in the proposed rule, that good 
cause exists for the extension, and that 
the extension is consistent with the pub- 
lic interest. 

Therefore, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator 
(14 CFR 11.45), the time within which 


, comments on Notice 67-27. will be re- 


ceived is extended to October 11, 1967. 
Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 1, 1967. 
R. 8. Surrr, 


Acting Director, 
Flight Standards Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10564; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD 


{12 CFR Part 563 1] 
[No. 20,837] 
FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN 
INSURANCE CORPORATION 
Participation Loans 


SEPTEMBER 1, 1967. 
Resolved that, for the purpose of per- 
mitting the sale of certain participating 
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interests to noninsured savings and loan 
associations without approval of the:Cor- 
poration, it is hereby proposed that 
§563.9-2 of the Rules and Regulations 
for Insurance of Accounts be amended 
to read as follows: 


§563.9-2 Sale of participating interests 
otherwise than to insured institutions. 


Unless with the prior written approval 
of the Corporation, a sale by an | 
institution, otherwise than to an insured 
institution or other building and loan, 
savings and loan, or homestead associa- 
tion or cooperative bank, of a partici- 
pating interest in any loan on. the secu- 
rity of real estate located more than 50 
miles from-its principal office and out- 
side the territory_in which the institu- 
tion was operating on June 27, 1934, is 
hereby prohibited, except that the fore- 
going provision of this sentence shall 
not be applicable if the purchaser has 
the exemption from taxation. provided 
by subsection (a) of section 501 of the 
Internal Revenue Code as now or here- 
after in effect or if there is with respect 
to any of the shares, deposits, or invest- 
ments in the purchaser, any insurance or 
guaranty by an institution which has 
said exemption. An insured institution 
shall be entitled to rely on a written 
statement of the purchaser that the pur- 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


‘chaser has such exemption ‘or that such 


insurance or guaranty éxists; provided 
such institution has received such writ- 
ten statement within 2 years prior to the 
sale. No sale shall be made pursuant to 
the exception in the first sentence of 
this section unless the seller, at the close 
of the sale, has a participation of at 
least 50 percent in such loan, and any 
sale so made shall be regarded as a sale 


‘of a loan within the meaning of the first 


sentence of § 563.23 and shall be subject 
to the limitation contained in said sen- 
tence, but the dollar amount of the par- 
ticipating interest sold shall be deemed 
to constitute, for the .purposes of said 
sentence of § 563.23, the dollar amount 
of the loan sold. An insured institution 
which has sold a participating interest 
in a loan pursuant to the exception in the 
first sentence of this section shall not, 
without the prior written approval of the 
Corporation, sell or dispose of its par- 
ticipating interest or any part thereof 
(except to a Federal Home Loan Bank 
by way of security only) unless, at the 
close of such sale or other disposition, 
it has a participation of at least 50 per- 
cent in such loan. The last sentence of 
§ 563.23 shall not be applicable to a sale 
ofa participating interest in any loan 
pursuant to the exception in the first 
sentence of this section, but any sale by 
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an ‘insured institution of a part tet 
interest in a loan pursuant”to said ‘ex- 
ception shall be without recourse, and 
the term “without recourse” as used in 
this sentence’ shali have the meaning 
set forth in § 561.8. 

(Secs. 402, 403; 48 Stat. 1256, 1257, as 
amended; 12 U.S.C. 1725, 1726. Reorg. Plan 


No. 3 of 1947, 12 F.R. 4981, 3 CFR, 1943-1948 
Comp.., p. 1071) 


Resolved further that interested per- 
sons are invited to submit written data, 
views and arguments to the Office of the 
Secretary, Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board, 101 Indiana Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20552, by October 10, 1967, 
as to whether this proposal should be 
adopted, rejected or modified. Written 
material submitted will be available for 
public inspection at the above address 
unless confidential treatment is re- . 
quested or the material would not be 
made available to the public or otherwise 
disclosed under § 505.6 of the General 
Regulations. of the Federal Home Loan 
Bank Board (12 CFR 505.6). 


By the Federal Home Loan Bank 
Board. 


{SEAL} Harry W. CavuLseEn, 

Secretary. 

{P.R. Doc. 67-10574; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


Agency for International Development 


DEPUTY ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR, 
BUREAU OF EAST ASIA 


Redelegation of Authority 


Pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me as Assistant Administrator, Bureau 
for East Asia, I hereby delegate to Mr. 
Stephen B. Ives, Jr., Deputy Assistant 
Administrator, Bureau for East Asia, au- 
thority to act as my alter ego, to be re- 
sponsible, under my direction and con- 
currently with me, for all aspects of the 
activities of said Bureau. In accordance 
with this delegation, said Deputy As- 
sistant Administrator is authorized to 
represent me, and to exercise my author- 
ity, with respect to all functions now or 
hereafter conferred upon me by A.I.D. 
delegations of authorities, regulations, 
manual orders, directives, notices, or 
other documents, by law or by any com- 
petent authority. 


Dated: July 27, 1967. 
JOHN C. BULLITT, 
Assistant Administrator, East Asia. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10545; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Office of the Secretary 


CIVIL ADMINISTRATION OF 
WAKE ISLAND 


Renewal of Agreement Between De- 
partment of Transportation and 
Department of the Interior 
Cross REFERENCE: For a joint agree- 

ment of the Department of Transporta- 

tion and the Department of the Interior 
respecting the civil administration of 


Wake Island, see F.R. Doc. 67-—10576, 
infra. ; 


DEPARTMENT GF HOUSING 
AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


ACTING ASSISTANT REGIONAL AD- 
MINISTRATOR FOR ADMINISTRA- 
TION, REGION VI (SAN FRAN- 
CISCO) 

Designation 


The officers appointed to the following 
listed positions in Region VI (San Fran- 


Francisco), during the absence of the 


Notices 


Assistant Regional Administrator for Ad- 
ministration, with all the powers, func- 
tions, and duties redelegated or assigned 
to the Assistant Regional Administrator 
for Administration; ‘provided that no 
officer is authorized to serve as Acting 
Assistant Regional Administrator for 
Administration unless all other officers 
whose titles precede his in this designa- 
tion are unable to act by reason of 
absence: 

1. Chief, Budget Branch. 

2. Chief Personnel Operations 
Branch. 

3. Assistant for Management and Or- 
ganization. 

4. Chief, Accounting Branch. 

5. Chief, General Services Branch. 

This designation supersedes the desig- 
nation effective January 25, 1967 (32 
FR. 3406, Mar. 1, 1967) of the Acting 
Assistant Regional Administrator for 
Administration, Region VI (San Fran- 
cisco). 
(Delegation effective May 4,-1962, 27 FR. 


4319; Dept. Interim Order Il, 31 F.R. 815, 
Jan. 21, 1966) 


Effective as of the 10th day of August 
1967. 


Rosert B. Pitts, 
Regional Administrator, Region VI. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10556; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Office of the Secretary 


CIVIL ADMINISTRATION OF 
WAKE ISLAND 


Renewal of Agreement Between the 
Department of Transportation and 
the Department of the Interior 


The agreement between the Federal 
Aviation Agency and the Department of 
the Interior relating to the civil admin- 
istration of Wake Island (27 F.R. 8887) is 
renewed for an additional period expiring 
on June 30, 1973. ; 

All references in the agreement to the 
Federal Aviation Agency and its Admin- 
istrator shall be considered to refer to 
the Department of Transportation and 
— of Transportation, respec- 


Dated: August 26, 1967. 
STewartT L. UDALL, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
Dated: August 3, 1967. 
~ Azan 8. Boyp, 
Secretary of Transportation. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10576; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Coast Guard 
[CGFR 67-68} 


NEW LONDON HARBOR 


Notice of Closure to Navigation During 
Launching of ‘“Narwhal” 


By virtue of the authority vested in 
me as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, 
by 49 CPR 1.4 (32 F.R. 5606) and Execu- 
tive Order 10173 as amended by Execu- 
tive Orders 10277, 10352, and 11249, I 
hereby affirm for publication in the 
PeperaL Recister. the order of A. J. 
Carpenter, Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast 
Guard, Commander, 3d Coast Guard 
District, who has exercised authority as 
District. Commander, such order reading 
as follows: 


SpecrAL Notice New Lonpon Harsor 


Pursuant to the request of the Commander, 
Submarine Force, U.S. Atlantic Fleet, US, . 
Navy and acting under the authority of the 
Act of June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 220) as 
amended, and the regulations in Part 6, 
Chapter 1, Title 33, Code of Federal Regula- 
tions, I hereby establish a Security Zone in 
the waters of New London Harbor, New Lon- 
don, Conn., between the latitudes of 41°20’- 
$2’’ N., and 41°21'08"’ N., from 12:15 p.m. 
Saturday, September 9, 1967, until the “Nar- 


Penalties for violation of the above order: 
Section 2, Title II of the Act of June 15, 1917 
as amended, 50 U.S.C. 192, provides as 
follows: 

“If any owner, agent, master, officer or per- 
son in charge, or any member of the crew of 
any such vessel fails to Gomply with any regu- 
lations or rule issued or order given under 


comply with any 

order given under 

or knowingly ob- 

exercise of any 

, he shall be 

t for not more than 
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10 years and may, at the discretion of the 
court, be fined not more than $10,000.” 
Dated: September 7, 1967. 


W.J.Smiru, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant. 


[F.R. Doe. 67-10619; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:48 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


DYNA RAY CORP. 


Order Suspending Trading 
SEePTeMBer 5, 1967. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Dyna Ray Corp., New York, N.Y., 
and all other securities of Dyna Ray Corp. 
being traded otherwise than on a na- 
tional securities exchange is required in 
the public interest and for the protec- 
tion of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period Sep- 
tember 6, 1967 through September 15, 
1967, both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] Orvat L. DuBois, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 67-10542; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 





INTERAMERICAN INDUSTRIES, LTD. 
Order Suspending Trading 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1967. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the capital stock 
of Interamerican (Industries, Ltd., 
Calgary, Alberta, Canada, being traded 
in the United States otherwise than on 
& national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec- 
tion of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 
15(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934, that trading in the United States 
in such securities otherwise than on a na- 
tional securities exchange be summarily 
suspended, this order to be effective for 
the period September 6, 1967 through 
September 15, 1967, both dates inclusive. 

By the Commission. 

(sEaL] Orvat L. DuBors, 

Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc, 67-10543; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:46 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


_ [File No. 1-1277] 
PENROSE INDUSTRIES CORP. 
Order Suspending Trading 


SEPTEMBER 5,.1967. 


The common stock $2 par value, of 
Penrose Industries Corp., being listed and 
registered on the American Stock Ex- 
change pursuant to provisions of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and the 
5 percent Cumulative Convertible Pre- 
ferred stock, $20 par value of Penrose 
Industries Corp., being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange; 
and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such Exchange and otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re- 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; 

It is ordered, Pursuant to sections 15 
(c) (5) and 19(a)(4) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in 
such securities on the American Stock 
Exchange and otherwise than on @ na- 
tional securities exchange be summarily 
suspended, this order to be effective for 
the period September 6, 1967 through 
September 15,1967, both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 


(sEAL] Orvat L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 67-10544; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:45 a.m.] 


TARIFF COMMISSION 


[AA1921-50] 
CAST IRON SOIL PIPE FROM POLAND 
Determination of Injury 


SepremMBer 5, 1967. 

On June 5, 1967, the Tariff Commis- 
sion received advice from the Treasury 
Department that cast iron soil pipe from 
Poland is being, or is likely to be, sold 
in the United States at less than fair 
value within the meaning'of the Anti- 
dumping Act, 1921, as amended. Accord- 
ingly, on June 6, 1967, the Commission 
instituted Investigation No. AA1921-50 
under section 201(a) of that Act to deter- 
mine whether an industry in the United 
States is being or is likely to be in- 
jured, or is prevented from being estab- 
lished, by reason of the importation of 
such merchandise into the United States. 

Public notices of the institution of the 
investigation and of a public hearing to 
be held in connection therewith were 
published in the Ferprerat RecisTer (32 
F.R. 8396 and 9596). The hearing was 
held on August 4, 1967. 

In arriving at a determination in this 
case, due consideration was given by the 
Commission to all written submissions 
from interested parties, all testimony 
adduced at the hearing, and all in- 
a obtained by the Commission’s 
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On the basis of the investigation, the 
Commission has determined that an in- 
dustry in the United States is being 
injured by reason of the importation of 
cast iron soil pipe from Poland sold at 
less than fair value within the meaning 
of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended.* es 

It is the Commission’s function in this 
investigation under the Antidumping 
Act, 1921, as amended, to determine 
whether “an industry” is being or is 
likely to be injured, or is prevented from 
being established by reason of the sale, 
or likelihood of the sale, of cast iron 
soil pipe from Poland at less than fair 
value. The appropriate industry to be 
considered-in this case consists of all 
domestic producers of cast iron soil pipe. 

The complainant in this case claimed 

that both cast iron soil pipe and fittings 
from Poland were being sold at less than 
fair value. The Treasury Department 
tentatively determined that such fittings 
were being sold at less than fair value. 
However, because the exporter adjusted 
his prices to a fair value level, the 
Treasury Department made a determina- 
tion of no sales or likelihood of sales of 
such fittings at less than fair value. 
Thus, the Tariff Commission is tech- 
nically precluded from considering the 
injurious effect, if any, that such im- 
ports are having on any domestic 
industry. 


STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR AFFIRMATIVE 
DETERMINATION OF COMMISSIONER SUTTON 


All imports of cast iron soil pipe from 
Poland appear to have been purchased 
at less than fair value. It is apparent 
that some of the imports have been sold 
in various sectors of the United States 
but that virtually all of the sales have 
been concentrated in two large competi- 
tive market areas of the United States, 
namely, the Los Angeles area and the 
northeastern area of the United States 
which consists of the territory situated 
around and between Philadelphia and 
New York City. These two markets con- 
stitute approximately one-fifth of the 
total U.S. market for cast iron soil pipe; 
the northeastern market is by far the 
greater of the two. 

Due to the bulk and relatively low unit 
value of cast iron soil pipe, transporta- 
tion costs tend to limit the competitive 
market areas of producers. However, in- 
formation before the Commission indi- 
cates that some producers, to at least a 
limited degree, make sales of pipe des- 
tined to virtually all markets of the con- 
tinental United States. 

Imports of the Polish pipe began in 
1963 and ceased in early 1967. One large 





1Commissioners Sutton and Clubb deter- 
mined there was injury and Commissioners 
Culliton and Thunberg determined there was 
no injury. Pursuant to section 201(a) of 
the Antidumping Act, the Commission is 
deemed to have made an affirmative deter- 
mination when the Commissioners voting 
are equally divided. Statement of reasons for 
negative by Commissioners 
Culliton and Thunberg is filed as part of the 

document. 
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importer. stopped:such imports as soon 
as customs;.officers were instructed to 
withhold appraisements of .entries cov- 
ering such pipe (less than fair value im- 
ports covered by unappraised entries are 
subject to a special dumping duty when 
the Commission makes an affirmative 
determination under the Anti-dumping 
Act). The subject imports throughout the 
period of importation have generally 
been sold in the U.S. markets by the 
importers at prices lower than the prices 
for comparable domestic pipe. The im- 
porters’ purchase prices of such pipe at 
levels below the fair values for such pipe 
have been the factor which enabled them 
to undersell the domestic producers of 
the similar pipe. 

U.S. producers’ prices are generally 
quoted in the form of chain discounts 
from a published list price for the indus- 
try, f.o.b. foundry or Birmingham, Ala. 
The delivered price, therefore, usually 
approximates the foundry price plus 
freight from Birmingham, except in the 
northeastern area where it has become 
appreciably less. Domestic producers 
generally chose not to meet the offered 
price of Polish pipe. Prices for domestic- 
ally produced pipe in the northeastern 
market have been diverse and unstable 
during the period that Polish pipe has 
been sold at less than fair value. The 
presence of the Polish pipe caused pres- 
sure to be brought against domestic pro- 
ducers. The smaller producers located 
within the market area where compara- 
tively little transportation must be borne 
on deliveries, priced their products some- 
wha. below that of producers more re- 
motely located- (principally in Alabama 
and’ other southern States) but did not 
choose to meet the Polish price. This 
in itself caused price instability in the 
area. In addition, however, another con- 
cern located within the northeastern 
market began to produce and market cast 
iron soil pipe during the period since 
Polish imports began; this concern chose 
to sell its initial shipments of pipe at a 
price competitive with that offered on 
Polish pipe. Its price was thus below that 
of other domestic producers serving the 
area regardless of-lecation. 

The net foundry return for 5-foot pipe 
{pipe comparable to that imported from 
Poland at less than fair value) is less 
today than it was in 1963, before Polish 
imports began. On the other hand, the 
net foundry return for 10-foot pipe 
(none of which has been imported from 
Poland) is higher than it was in 1963. 
This difference is attributable, at least in 
part, to price instability in the north- 
eastern area where much of the 5-foot 
pipe is sold. Prices in Chicago, a market 
area not affected by Polish imports, were 
much more stable than in the north- 
eastern area. It is my opinion that the 
price instability in. the northeastern 
market. area would not have occurred 
had it not been for the presence of Polish 
cast iron soil pipe sold at less than fair 
value. It is further noted that the new- 
comer, noted above, recorded a net loss 
during the only full year since. soil pipe 
was introduced into its line of products. 
It would appear likely that if other 
domestic suppliers to the area chose to 


NOTICES. 


meet the prices for Polish pipe, they, too, 
would have experienced .a net loss on 
their sales in the area. : 

There are at least 31 foundries pro- 
ducing cast iron soil pipe in the United 
States, some of which sell their pipe 
throughout most.of the States. Analysis 
of the sales data shows that during the 
period 1963 to 1967. the prices of various 
sizes of cast iron soil pipe have generally 
been moderately rising each year except 
in the two market areas in which most 
of the subject imports are being sold. 
The sale of Polish pipe in the Los 
Angeles market caused prices in one 
popular size to flutter and fall below pre- 
vailing price levels until the sales of 
Polish imports diminished. The sale of 
Polish pipe in the northeastern market 
caused a depression in the prices of com- 
parable pipe shortly after their entry 
into the market and most sharply in 
1964. The depressed prices still continue 
with respect: to the most popular im- 
ported size and the prices of other com- 
petitive sizes have not risen to the normal 
level that could be expected were the 
imported pipe not underselling the com- 
parable domestic pipe. 

One domestic producer has found it 
expedient to purchase imported Polish 
cast iron soil pipe to supplement his do- 
mestic production. His prices are gener- 
ally lower than the normal price for 
domestic pipe. 

The word “injury” in the Antidumping 
Act has been construed by the Commis- 


sion as meaning “material injury”. Any - 


injury. whith is more than de minimis is 
material injury. When the Congress used 
the word “injury” in the Act without 
qualification of degree the only exception 
that one might reasonably apply to the 
word is the old legal maxim that “the 
law does not concern itself with trifles”. 
Argument has been advanced in this case 
that the volume of the subject imports 
amounted to less than one-half of 1 per- 
cent of U.S. consumption of comparable 
pipe and that, therefore, there could 
be no injury within the meaning of the 
Antidumping Act. Such argument, 
standing. alone, is untenable. The Anti- 
dumping Act contemplates possible 
affirmative determinations in situations 
where there have been no imports. When 
importers undersell domestic producers 
by means of less than-fair value imports 
and thereby disrupt market patterns and 
depress prices, injury to an industry is 
not to be equated solely on the market 
penetration of such imports nor on the 
number of lost customers. 

A further contention has been made 
that since the complaining industry is 
experiencing a rising sales volume, a 
rising average price, and a rising income 
for overall shipments of cast iron soil 
pipe, that no material injury can result 
from the less than fair value imports. 
In the laws of unfair trade practice, of 
which the Antidumping Act is a part, 
there appears to be no prevailing precé- 
‘dent that relief be denied because the 
producers, despite the unfair act, may 
manage to make what appears to be a 
reasonable level of profit. Continuing 
profit levels may be maintained by 
lowering wages, suspending market and 


product, research, reducing advertising, 
and other activities which. have adverse 
long range implications. 

Based upon the foregoing consider: 
ations, I determine that imported cast 
iron soil pipe from Poland is causing 
material injury to the nationwide do- 
mestic industry that produces compa- 
rable pipe in that it has suffered a sub- 
stantial depression in prices in one of 
its large markets described above as the 
northeastern market area. 


Views or COMMISSIONER CLUBB 


I concur in the finding of Vice Chair- 
man Sutton since it is my view that the 
injury requirement of the Antidumping 
Act is satisfied by a showing of any in- 
jury which is more than de minimis and 
that such injury is shown in this case, 
but a fuller statement may be desirable, 

In order for dumping duties to be 
applied, the statute requires that there 
must be a finding of (1) sales at less 
than fair value and (2) resulting injury 
to an industry in the United States.’ The 
Secretary of the Treasury has already 
found that cast iron soil pipe from 
Poland is being imported at less than 
fair value, and this finding is binding 
on us here. Accordingly, the only issue 
before us is whether the sales at less 
than fair value found by. the Secretary 
have caused injury to an industry in 
the United States. 

During the early years of this century 
there were widespread fears that large, 
well-financed trusts and cartels were 
selling their products at lower prices in 
foreign markets than at home in order 
to dispose of excess stocks or to lower 
their unit costs.? At times this practice 
merely resulted in the consumers of the 
importing countries receiving goods at 
bargain prices, but it was recognized 
that where a competing domestic in- 
dustry was involved, it could have seri- 
ous disruptive effects. Moreover, it was 
feared that sometimes this practice had 
the effect, perhaps-intended, of driving 
smaller, less well-financed domestic con- 
cerns out of business. As a result of this 
fear, antidumping statutes were enacted 
in Canada in 1904, Australia in 1906, 
South Africa in 1914, and in the United 
States in 1916, All of these statutes were 
aimed at preventing certain types of 
dumping, i.e., the sale of imported goods 
at less than fair market value* 

Unlike the present Antidumping Act, 
the 1916 U.S. law was a criminal anti- 
trust-type statute which provided sub- 


119 US.C., s. 160(a) “Wheneyer the Secre- 
* * * determines that 
merchandise is be- 
ing, or is likely to be, sold in the United 
States or elsewhere at less than its fair 
value, he shall so advise the U.S. Tariff Com- 
mission, and the said Commission shall de- 
termine within 3 months thereafter whether 
an industry in the United States is being 
or is likely to be injured * * * by reasons 
of the importation of such merchandise into 
the United States. * * *”. ; 
* For information on dumping 
and these statutes, see Tariff Commission, 
Information and Un- 
fair Competition im the United States and 
a Antidumping Law (1919). 
3 . 
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stantial penalties.’ It prohibited a preda- 
tory type of dumping, i.e, the systematic 
sale of imported articles at a substan- 
tially lower price than they were sold in 
the producing country with the intent of 
injuring an industry in the United 
states, or of restraining or monopolizing 
commerce. This statute did not work well 
as a deterrent to dumping generally, 
first because it was limited only to preda- 
tory dumping, and second because its 
criminal nature and uncertain language 
made proving a violation almost 
impossible.* 

After the failure of the 1916 Act be- 
came apparent, the Tariff Commission 
was requested to report to the Ways and 
Means Committee “on the so-called Ca- 
nadian antidumping law and its opera- 
tion.” The Canadian Act provided in 
effect for the virtual automatic assess- 
ment of dumping duties on any import 
at less than fair market value if a com- 
parable article was produced in Canada,° 
thus prohibiting dumping of any kind, 
whether predatory or not, in competition 
with domestic goods. The Commission 
reported that in Canada every importa- 
tion was examined for violations, and 
that, on the whole, the Act was believed 
to have successfully operated as a check 
on dumping." 


‘The law provides for a $5,000 fine, or im- 
prisonment not exceeding 1 year, or both; in 
addition injured parties may sue for treble 
damages. There has been only one reported 
case under this statute and it did not involve 
a substantive determination. The law has not 
been repealed. Revenue Act of 1916, S. 801; 
39 Stat. 798 (1916); 15 U.S.C., s. 72 (1964). 

5The difficulties of the 1916 Act were ex- 
plained in the Tariff Commission Report, 
supra, note 1 at 33. 

The antidumping law enacted by Congress 
on ‘Sept. 8, 1916, invites special comment. 
Some brief but substantial criticism of its 
effectiveness will be found among complaints 
presented to the commission and summarized 
in this report. As a criminal statute that act 
must be strictly construed. It is wanting in 
certainty in providing, as a condition prece- 
dent of the conviction of offenders, that the 
sale of articles in the United States must be 
at a price “substantially less” than the actual 
market value or wholesle price abroad. It 
apparently fails, where the Canadian law 
succeeds, in not contemplating in reasonable 
cases the prohibition of sporadic dumping, 
since its penalties apply only to persons who 
“commonly and systematically import” for- 
eign articles, and in providing that such im- 
portation must be made with intent to in- 
jure, destroy, or prevent the establishment of 
an industry in this country, or to monopolize 
trade or commerce in the imported articles. 
Evidently, for the most part, the i 
of the act, makes difficult, if not impossible, 
the conviction of offenders and, for that rea- 
son, the enforcement of its purpose. 

*Statute quoted in Tariff Commission Re- 
port, supra, note 1 at 25-26. 

"The Commission questioned, however, 
whether the same enforcement procedures 
would work for the United States. Canadian 
antidumping legislation was aimed largely 
at U.S. firms, and Canadian authorities had 
succeeded in developing dependable sources 
of information in the United States. The 
United States, on the other hand, was faced 
with @ by countries in Europe and 
the Orient, where systems differed, and in- 
formation regarding prices and: costs “might 
not be so easy to come: by. Tariff Commis- 
sion Report, supra, note 1 at 28, 30-31. 


NOTICES 


In 1921 a new antidumping bill was 
passed by-the House and referred to the 
Senate Finance Committee. Like the Ca- 
nadian law the new bill would have pro- 
hibited any kind of dumping in competi- 
tion with a domestic industry. The House 
bill did not contain an injury require- 
ment. Dumping duties were to be imposed 
if the imported goods were competitive 
with articles produced in the United 
States and were sold at less than fair 
value. j 

The injury requirement was written 
into the bill in the Senate, and the pro- 
ceedings before the Finance Committee 
and the Committee report indicate that it 
was included in order to facilitate ad- 
ministration of the Act, not to restrict its 
operation. The injury requirement was 
first suggested to the Finance Committee 
by a representative of the Legislative 
Drafting Service which submitted a draft 
provision containing the injury require- 
ment.’ This provision was supported by 
a representative of the Customs Service 
who noted that it would be impossible 
to enforce the House bill with their pres- 
ent staff, because it would require that 
every importation be checked for dump- 
ing,’ and this in turn would require that 
the home market value of every importa- 
tion be checked in the exporting coun- 
try.” The Customs officer suggested that 
it would be more feasible for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to investigate only 
those cases where a domestic industry 
complained.” 

Shortly thereafter the Committee re- 
ported out a bill including the injury de- 
termination amendment suggested by 


® Hearings on H.R. 2435 Before the Senate 
Committee on Finance, 67th Cong., Ist sess., 
pt. 1 (1921). 

*On this point the Customs official, Mr. 
Davis, said: 

Mr. Davis. The bill throws the burden 
upon the examining officers of 
in every instance the class or kind of mer- 
chandise in the United States that is com- 
parable with the imported merchandise; in 
other words, the customs examiner will have 


‘to look for dumping on every importation. 


There is very little dumping going on at the 
present time. Most of the values to the 
United States are higher than the values in, 
the foreign country. Id. at 36. 

) In this connection Mr. Davis stated in 


Mr. Davis. * * * We haven’t many facili- 
ties for finding the foreign market value. We 
have one officer in Germany—only one—and 
he is 6 months behind in his investigations. 

SENATOR CaLDER. Why has he not got help? 

Mr. Davis. There is not enough money to 
hire any other men; the appropriation is not 
sufficient. We have only 6 men in the entire 
world. 

Senator McLean. It seems to me the op- 
eration of your antidumping law is going 
to be nil unless you have the administrative 
features supported as they should be. 

Mr. Davis. Absolutely. * * * 

Id. at 39-40. 

4 The suggestion was made at the urging 
of the Committee Chairman. 

- The CHamman. Now, Mr. Davis, I would 
like to ask you one question. I am familiar 
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the Customs Service and the Legislative 
Drafting Service. In its report the Com- 
mittee noted that the amendment was 
made in order to relieve the Customs 
Service of the necessity’ of examining 
every importation for possible violation 
of the statute.” In conference the House 


with the interest you have taken in this 
particular legislation, and the intelligent. 
contributions you have made to it, and I 
would be interested in knowing, from your 
examination of this bill, whether you have 
any suggestion to make relative to any 
changes, in your opinion, which should be 
made in the so-called antidumping clause. 

Mr. Davis. I think that in putting the anti- 
dumping measure into effect it should be 
limited to the instances where dumping is 
taking place, and I think that the Secretary 
of the Treasury should ascertain this. It 
would come to him probably through the 
American manufacturer. That would pre- 
vent the Government examiner from looking 
for antidumping in regard to every importa- 
tion. 

Senator Smoor. It would relieve him. 

Mr. Davis. It would relieve him, otherwise 
it would become everybody’s business and I 
am afraid in actual practice but little atten- 
tion would be paid to the measure. 

The CHarmman. They would wait until a 
charge was brought. 

Mr. Davis. They would probably wait. 

The CHamman. Then an investigation 
would be had and, if necessary, the rule 
would be enforced. 

Mr. Davis. Then the rule would be enforced. 
I think that is the most practical plan, with 
the right of appeal by the importer to the 
Board of U.S. General Appraisers. 

Senator McCumser. Under the bill as it 
now stands, you are assuming that the de- 
partment would be looking for something 
in every invoice. 


Mr. Davis. Under the bill as it now stands, 
the appraisers would have to look for some- 
thing in every invoice. 

The CuarrmMan. You would have to conduct 
an investigation in every instance. 

Mr. Davis. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. That occurs to me as an 
important suggestion. * * * 

Id. at 41-42. 

2 The Finance Committee stated: 

The House bill made it necessary for the 
appraising officers to look for dumping in the 
case of each importation of merchandise 
and in the case of merchandise procured 
otherwise than by purchase required a bond 
ofthe importer that would obligate him to 
furnish the collector upon the sale of the 
merchandise the selling price of the mer- 
chandise and to pay additional dumping 
duties that might be found due. It is the 
opinion of your committee that the House 
provision is too drastic and places too great 
a burden upon the administrative officers 
of the customs service and upon the im- 
porter. It is also the opinion of your com- 
mittee that it is unnecessary to make each 
appraising officer look for dumping in the 
case of every importation and that it is 
unreasonable to require the various apprais- 
ing officers to determine the comparability 
of each class of merchandise together with 
the foreign market value and the purchase 
price in each case, regardless of whether 
or not an industry is being injured or is 
likely to be injured by such importation. 
It is believed that the dumping of merchan- 
dise into the United States can be prevented 
by imposing the dumping duties upon mer- 
chandise in cases in which the Secretary, 
after due investigation, has instructed the 

(Footnote continued on page 12928) 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 32, NO. 175—SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1967 





12928 


agreed to the amendment, and the act 


was passed. 

In treating with the foregoing legisla- 
tive. history our reviewing court in 
Orlowitz Co. v. United States, 47 Cust. Ct. 
583, 590 (1961), aff'd. 50 CC.P.A. 36 
(1963) , stated: 


There was no suggestion, as we read the 
Senate proposal and proceedings, of intention 
either to limit or enlarge the concept of 
“injury” intended in the House bill, where 
the mandate was to each individual apprais- 
ing officer in his own district. Mere intention 
to improve administration is not persuasive 
of an intention to change the scope of the 
law. The clearly expressed intention was to 
facilitate administration, and no intention 
was expressed other than to do that. This 
is persuasive of a legislative intention that 
the basic objectives were not to be changed. 


It thus seems clear that the injury re- 
quirement was included for administra- 
tive reasons and the standard to be 
applied in any case was whether the 
degree of injury involved justified set- 
ting the governmental machinery in 
motion to correct it. 

The subsequent history of the Act 
tends to confirm that dumping duties are 
to be applied in response to anything 
more than trifling injury. In 1951 the 
Administration sponsored a bill (H.R. 
5505) which, if enacted, would have re- 
quired a finding that a domestic industry 
was being “materially injured,” rather 
than merely “injured.” This provision 
was stricken by the House Ways and 
Means Committee which noted in its 
report that, 


The Antidumping Act now provides for im- 
position of antidumping duties when Ameri- 
can industries are being “injured” by 
certain imports, section 2 as introduced in 
H.R. 1535 [H.R. 5505 was introduced as a 
clean bill] would have changed “injured” to 
“materially injured.” The Committee decided 
not to include this change in the pending 
bill in order to ayoid the possibility that the 
addition of the word “materially” might be 
interpreted to require proof of a greater de- 
gree of injury than is required under exist- 
ing law for imposition of antidumping 
duties. The commitee decision is not intended 
to require imposition of antidumping duties 
upon 2 showing of frivolous, inconsequential, 
or immaterial injury. [H.R. Rep. No. 1089, 82d 
Cong., ist sess. 7 (1951) .] 


The refusal to legislate in 1951” left in- 


appraising officers to apply the antidumping 
provisions. 

The antidumping title of the proposed 
amendment is so drafted that it will apply 
only in cases in which the Secretary of the 
Treasury, through such agency or agencies 
as he may designate, determines that the 
importation of dutiable or free foreign mer- 
chandise is injuring or is likely to injure an 
industry in the United States or is prevent- 
ing an industry from being established in 
the United States and that such foreign 
merchandise is being sold or is likely to be 
sold in the United States or elsewhere at 
less than its fair value. It is manifest that 
the determination of whether or not an 
industry.is being injured or fs likely to be 
injured should not be placed in the hands 
of the individual -appraising officers at the 
various ports of entry. S. Rep. No. 16, 67th 
Cong., Ist sess. 10 (1921). 

123H.R. 5505, 82d Cong., Ist sess. (1951), 
passed the House and was referred to Senate 
Committee on Finance where no further ac- 
tion was taken. 


NOTICES 


tact the original injury standard devel- 
oped 30 years earlier—frivolous, inconse- 
quential, or immaterial injury would not 
call for application of dumping duties, 
but anything greater would.“ 

The conclusion to be drawn from the 
history of the Act is that the Congress 
has determined that sales at less than 
fair value will not be permitted to disrupt 
the normal, healthy, and vigorous com- 
petition between imported and domestic 
goods in our markets. Congress first at- 
tacked the problem by making the most 
disruptive form of dumping, i.e., the 
predatory variety, a criminal offense, but 
the narrow applicability of the statute, 
and the difficulty of proving a violation 
made it ineffective as a deterrent to 
dumping. Accordingly, Congress deter- 
mined to prevent injurious dumping in 
all its forms by use of administrative 
rather than judicial processes. In order 
to relieve the Customs Bureau of the ne- 
cessity of examining every importation 
for possible violation, the injury test was 
included. thus made clear that 
it did not intend that every import sold 
at less than fair value should be sub- 
jected to dumping duties. If a competi- 
tive article is not produced in the United 
States, or if the imported article com- 
petes only peripherally in the same geo- 
graphic or product market, Congress has 
provided for the consumer to benefit 
from the lower prices, rather than the 
domestic producer from peripheral pro- 
tection. But where the competition is di- 
rect, and the price is unfair, Congress 
has insisted that the dumping duties be 
imposed. 

Is the necessary degree of injury pres- 
ent in this case? The facts brought out 
in the Commission’s investigation indi- 
cate that the Polish soil pipe in issue was 
sold in competition with the domestic 
product, and that it was a significant 
competitive factor. The domestic pro- 
ducers could offer a full line of pipe and 
fittings, and a shorter delivery time; 
while the importers of Polish pipe could 
offer a smaller variety of pipe and fit- 
tings, and longer delivery time, but a 
substantially lower price. The evidence is 
clear that imports of Polish soil pipe 
were growing at a rapid rate in the 3 
years (1963-1965) in which it was im- 
ported undisturbed by the prospect of 


14 The Commission has at various times re- 
ferred to “significant injury” (Bicycles from 
Hungary, AA 1921-44 at 2 (Mar. 8, 1965)) 
or “material injury” (Titanium dioxide from 
France, AA 1921-31 at 3, 28 P.R. 10467 (Sept. 
24, 1963) ); see, Hearings on H.R. 9476 Before 
the House Committee on Ways and Means, 
83d Cong., 2d sess. 34 (1954), to express the 
degree of injury required in order to bring 
the sanctions of the Antidumping Act into 
operation. The statutory terminology is “in- 
jury”, but since the law will not deal with 
trifles something more than de minimis in- 
jury must be shown (Titanium dioxide from 
Japan, AA 1921-47, at 4 (May 18, 1966); Ti- 
tanium dioxide from West Germany, AA 1921-— 
46, at 4 (Apr. 12, 1966); White Portland Ce- 
ment from Japan AA 1921-38, at.4; 29 F.R. 
9636 (1964) ). In this context the terms ‘“ma- 
terial” and “sigfificant’”~ merely indicate 
something more than de minimis. 


during this period in the face of rising 
costs and increasing prices in other 
markets. — 

The Tariff Commission described just 
such a situation in its Report on Dump- 
ing in 1919, where the Commission said: 


Insofar as the dumped merchandise is not 
made or produced in the country of sale, the 


problem arises from the competitive pressure 
of these reduced prices when the dumped 
goods are similar to those domestically pro- 
duced. Dumping, from this standpoint, is 
a form of competition having extreme, and 
unpredictable manifestations. As such, it 
departs, in a measure, from the ordinary con- 
ditions of domestic supply and demand and 
introduces elements which are met, if at 
all, with apprehension and difficulty. The 
dumping of goods may have the effect of 
forcing domestic manufacturers to sell their 
entire output at a small margin of profit, or 
even at a loss. Moreover, even the quotation 
of dumping prices, though no sales in fact 
be made, may occasionally result in compel- 
ling merchants with established trade to cut 
their prices in order to hold their business 
against threats of dumping competition. Tar- 
iff Commission Report, supra, note 1, at 20. 


The problem of dumping thus appre- 
hended by the Commission in 1919 is 
precisely the situation- before us-in this 
case. The domestic manufacturers are 
forced to choose between losing sales, or 
lowering their prices to meet the unfair 
price. It was this that the Antidumping 
Act was designed to prevent. 

It might be noted in conclusion that 
the imposition of dumping duties here 


tected against the ingenuity or the natu- 
ral advantages of the foreign producer. 
Rather, it is being protected from the 
effects of a trade practice which Con- 
gress has found to be unfair and 
injurious, 

By direction of the Commission. 


[SEAL] Donn N. BEnt, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10575; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:48 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1967. 
Protests ‘to ‘the granting of an appll- 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
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15 days from the date of publication ‘of 
this notice in the FepeRraL RectsTenr. 


LonG-AND-SHORT HAUL 


FSA No. 41118—Rubber from Amaril- 
jo, Tex. Filed by Southwestern Freight 
Bureau, agent (No. B-9010), for inter- 
ested rail carriers. Rates on rubber, arti- 
ficial, neoprene or synthetic, crude, in 
carloads, from Amarillo, Tex., to speci- 
fied points in the United States. 

Grounds for relief—Rate relationship 
and grouping. 

Tariff—Supplement 86 to Southwest- 
em Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 
4598. 

FSA No. 41119—Lumber and related 
articles between points in Southwestern 
and Western Trunk Line Territories. 
Filed by Southwestern Freight Bureau, 
agent (No. B-9011), for interested rail 
carrier. Rates on lumber and related ar- 
ticles, in carloads, from and between 
points in southwestern territory, on the 
one hand, to and between specified points 
in western trunkline territory, on the 
other. 

Grounds for relief—Market com- 
petition. 

Tariff—Supplement 50 to Southwest- 
em Freight Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 
4690. 

FSA No. 41120—Compounds between 
points in Western Trunk line Territory 
Filed by Western Trunk Line Committee, 
agent (No. A-2517), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on compounds, vehicle 
body sealer or sound deadener, in car- 
loads, between points in western trunk- 
line territory, on the one hand, and 
points in Colorado, Idaho, Utah, and 
Wyoming, on the other; also, from sta- 
tions in western trunkline territory, to 
Durango, Colo., and Farmington, N. Mex. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion, modified short-line distance formu- 
laand grouping. 

Tariff—Supplement 4 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff ICC 
A-4674. 

FSA No. 41121—Cement from Atco and 
Houston, Tex. Filed by Southwestern 
Freight Bureau, agent (No. B-9009), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on white 
portland cement. or white masonry ce- 
ment, in carloads, from Atco and Hous- 
ton, Tex., to points in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missis- 
sippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Virginia. 

Grounds for relief—Short-line dis- 
tance formula and grouping. 

Tariff—Supplement 6 to Southwest- 
— Bureau, agent, tariff ICC 


FSA No. 41122—Phosphatic fertilizer 
solution to points in Western Trunk 
Line Territory. Filed by Western Trunk 
Line Committee, agent. (No. A-2519), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on phos- 
Phatic fertilizer solution, in tank car- 
loads, from Don, Epeo, Idaho, Garfield 
and Geneva, Utah, to points in western 
trunkline territory. 
em for relief—Market competi- 
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Tariff—Supplement 202 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff ICC 
A-4411. 

FSA No. 41123—Beet pulp from Lovell 
and Worland, Wyo. Filed by Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent (No. A-— 
2518), for interested rail carriers. Rates 
on beet pulp, dried, sweetened, or not 
sweetened, beet pulp in pellet form, 
sweetened or not sweetened, in carloads, 
from Lovell and Worland, Wyo., to points 
in western trunkline territory. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion, modified short-line distance for- 
mula and grouping. 

Tariff—Supplement 4 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff ICC 
A-4674. 


By the Commission. 


[sEAL] H. Net Garson, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 67-10568; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Notice 447] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1967. 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49 
CFR Part 340) published in the Ferra 
REGIsTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the FPeperaL RecisTer publica- 
tion, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the appli- 
cation is published in the Feprrat Rec- 
ISTER. One copy of such protest must be 
served on the applicant, or its author- 
ized representative, if any, and the pro- 
tests must certify that such service has 
been made. The protest must be specific 
as to the service which such protestant 
can and will offer, and must consist of 
a signed original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 


in the field office to which protests are 
to be transmitted. 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 730 (Sub-No. 289 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CoO., 1417 
Clay Street, Post Office Box 958, Oakland, 
Calif. 94604. Applicant’s representative: 
C. F. Zeebuyth, 1417 Clay Street, 
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Golden Gate Avenue, Box 36004, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94102. 

No. MC 1756 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: PEOPLES 
EXPRESS CO., 497 Raymond Boulevard, 
Newark, N.J. 07105. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, 
New York, N.Y. 10006. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Empty containers, not to exceed 1 
gallon in capacity, in automated trailers, 
between Paterson, N.J., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, South Norwalk, Conn., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Wil- 
liam F. Leahy, Traffic Manager, Con- 
tinental Can Co., Inc., 633 Third Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 10017. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor, Robert S. H. Vance, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 1060 
Broad Street, Room 363, Newark, N.J. 
07102. 

No. MC 13250 (Sub-No. 92 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: J. H. ROSE 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 5003 Jensen Drive, 
Post Office Box 16190, Houston, Tex. 
77022. Applicant’s representative: Wal- 
lace H. Nations, 904 Lavaca Building, 
Austin, Tex. 78701. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Street sweepers and parts, from 
points in Los Angeles County, Calif., to 
points in the United States (except 
Hawaii), for 150 days. Supporting ship- 
per: American Hoist & Derrick Co. (Mr. 
M. A. Kallas, General Traffic Manager), 
63 South Robert Street, St. Paul, Minn. 
55107. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor John C. Redus, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Post Office Box 61212, Houston, Tex. 
77061. 

No. MC 103494 (Sub-No. 12 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: EASLEY 
HAULING SERVICE, INC., 902 North 
First Avenue, Yakima, Wash. 98902. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Earle V. White, 
2400 Southwest Fourth Avenue, Portland, 
Oreg. 97201. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Molded pulp, nested, in bundles, from 
Hood River, Oreg., to points in Washing- 
ton in and east of Okanogan, Chelan, 
Kittitas, Yakima, and Klickitat Counties, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Fibre 
Mold, Inc., Hood River, Oreg. Send pro- 
tests to: S. F. Martin, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
No eo Building, Portland, Oreg. 

No. MC 116949 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: BURNS 
TRUCKING, INC., Route No. 1, South 
Sioux City, Nebr. 68776. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by mo- 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: New, used, and/or wrecked 
semitrailers, parts and equipmen: there- 
for, between the plantsite of Transcraft 
Corp. at/or near Anna, Ill., on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in the 
United States, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Transcraft Corp., Post Office 
Drawer 500, Anna, Ill. 62906. Send pro- 

: , District Super- 
visor, Bureau of Operations, Intersta 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 32, NO. 175-——SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 9, 1967. 





12930 


Commerce Commission; 304 Post Office 
Building, Sioux City, Iowa 51101. 

No. MC 119710 (Sub-No, 10 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: JOHN L. 
SHUPE AND IVAN D. SHUPE, a part- 
nership, doing business as SHUPE 
BROS., Post Office Box 919, Greeley, 
Colo. 80631. Applicant’s representative: 
Paul F. Sullivan, Colorado Building, 1341 
G Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Animal and poultry 
feeds (except liquid bulk), restricted to 
service performed under contract with 
Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., from Hereford, 
Tex., to points in Arizona, Colorado, New 
Mexico, Kansas, and Oklahoma, for 150 
days. Supporting shipper: Swift & Co., 
115 West Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Iil. 
60604. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor, C. W. Buckner, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 2022 Federal Build- 
ing, 1961 Stout Street, Denver, Colo. 
80202. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 296 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: SCHWER- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., 611 South 28th 
Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 53246. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Richard H. Prev- 
ette (same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Calcium chloride, between 
points in Kentucky, and between points 
in West Virginia, restricted to shipments 
having a prior movement by rail or water, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: The 
Dow Chemical Co., Eastman Road Build- 
ing, Midland, Mich. 48640 (George J. 
Vandenberg, Traffic Manager). Send 
protests to: District Supervisor, Lyle D. 
Helfer, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 135 West 
Wells Street, Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53203. 

No. MC 124854 (Sub-No. 4 TA) filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: GRIM 
BROS. TRUCKING CO., 997 Loucks Mill 
Road, — Pa. 17405. Applicant’s repre- 


Street, 
her Authority sought to operate as a 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
eantier routes, transporting: Spectra- 
glaze masonry units, from the plantsite 
of United Glazed Products, Inc., Balti- 
more, Md., to Little Creek, Newport News, 


and Norfolk, Va., Martinsburg, W. Va., 
points in Brooke County, W. Va., includ- 
age oo De, for 

United 


Robert W. Ritenour, District aseunaeins 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 218 Central Industri- 
al Building, 100 North Cameron Street, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. 

No. MC 128652 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: LARSON 
TRANSFER & STORAGE, CO., INC., 
2600 University Avenue SE., Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55414. Applicant’s representative: 
Donald B. Taylor, Box 5068, Minneapolis, 
Minn. 55406. Authority sought to oper- 
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Internal combustion engines, from New 
Holstein and Grafton, Wis., to Windom, 
Minn., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Toro Manufacturing Corp., 8111 Lyndale 
Avenue South, Minneapolis, Minn. 55420. 
Send protests to: C. H. Bergquist, Dis- 
trict Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, 
448 Federal Building and U.S. Court- 
house, 110 South Fourth Street, Min- 
neapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 129357 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
August 31, 1967. Applicant: TUCKER 
FOOD DISTRIBUTORS, INC., Post Of- 
fice Box 726, Route 16 South, Marion, 
Va. 24354. Applicant’s representative: 
C. L. Harrington, Professional Building, 
111 North Church Street, Marion, Va. 
24354. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Aluminum 
tubing and other aluminum products, 
from Glade Spring, Va., to Hapco Co., 
located approximately 4 miles northeast 
of Abingdon, Va., for 180 days. Support- 
ing shipper: Reynolds Metals Co., Reyn- 
olds Metals Building, Richmond, Va. 
23218. Send protests to: George S. Hales, 
District Supervisor, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
a Avenue SW., Roanoke, Va. 

No. MC 129349 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 

August 31, 1967. Applicant: FOWLER 
TRANSPORT, INC., 222 West Main 
Street, Chanute, Kans. 66720. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Leland M. Spur- 
geon, 308 Casson Building, Sixth and 
Topeka Boulevard, Topeka, Kans. 66603. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreg- 
ular routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, from points in Neosho County, 
Kans., to points in Missouri on and west 
of U.S. Highway No. 63, for 180 — 
Supporting shipper: Mid-America Re- 
fining Co., Inc., Post Office Box 31, ey 
nute, Kans. Send protests to: 
Taylor, District Supervisor, Toterstats 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper- 
ations, 906 Schweiter Building, Wichita, 
Kans. 67202. 


By the Commission. 
[sEAL] H. Ner Garson, 
Secretary. 


[P.R. Doc, 67-10569; Piled, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Notice 30] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


SEPTEMBER 6, 1967. 


Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 


As provided in the Commission’s spe- 
cial rules of practice any interested per- 
son may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 


section 17(8) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 


will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis- 
position. 


gust 31, 1967, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to evens Cartage Co., 
a@ corporation, Cary, Il —— &@ portion of 
the operating rights in certificate No. 
MC-119577 (Sub-No. 2) as consolidated 
and reissued July 17, 1964, to Ottawa 
Cartage, Inc., Ottawa, Ill., authorizing 
the transportation of Salt, other than 
for kuman consumption, from Chicago, 
Ill., to points in a specified area of Wis- 
consin. Irving Stillerman, 29 South La 
Salle Street, , Ill. attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69765. By order of August 
31, 1967, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to S. R. T. Motor Freight, 
Inc., Morrisville, Pa., of a portion of the 
operating rights in certificate No. MC- 
45812 issued March 7, 1956, to R. 
Doughty Sons Co., Inc., Hoboken, N.J., 
authorizing the transportation of: 
Heavy machinery and such commodities 
as require special equipment, between 
points in the New York, N.Y., commer- 
cial zone, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Connecticut and Massa- 
chusetts. Alan Kahn, 1920 Two Penn 
Center Plaza, Phila., Pa. 19102, attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-—FC-69788. By order of August 
31, 1967, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to E. J. Miller Trucking Co., 
a corporation, Kent, Ohio, of certificate 
of registration No. MC-121420 (Sub-No. 
1) issued October 12, 1966, to Dart 
Trucking Co., Inc., Canfield, Ohio, evi- 
dencing a right to engage in interstate 
or foreign commerce in the transporta- 
tion of: Property, between points in 
ag County, Ohio. Joe F. Asher, 88 

Broad Columbus, Ohio 


No. MC—FC-69801. By order of August 
31, 1967, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Dart Trucking Co., Inc., 
Canfield, Ohio, of certificates Nos. MC- 
19215 and MC-19215 (Sub-No, 1) issued 
February 12, 1953, and June 6, 1960, re- 
spectively, to Sigle Trucking Co., ew 


usually transported in 
dump trucks, between points in Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. Joe F. 
Asher, 88 East Broad Street, Columbus, 
Ohio 43215, attorney for transferee, Paul 
F. Beery, 100 East Broad Street, Colum- 
bus, Ohio 43215, attorney for transferor. 

No. MC-FC-69873. By order of August 
31, 1967, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Brown & Cole Bus Co., 
Inc., Atmore, Ala., of the operating 
rights of Alfred Brown and Sylvia J. 
Brown, a partnership, doing business 2S 
Brown and Brown, Atmore, Ala., in cer- 
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and the plantsite of Chemstrand Corp., 

near Gonzalez, Fla., serving all inter- 

mediate points in Alabama, as restricted. 

J. Douglas Harris, 410-412 Bell —— 

Montgomery, Ala. 36104, attorney for 
applicants. 


[sEAL] H. Nett Garson, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doe. 67-10570; Filed, Sept. 8, 1967; 
8:47 am.,] 


[Notice 29] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


SEPTEMBER 5, 1967. 


Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
279), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s 
special rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking re- 
consideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant to 
section 17(8) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its 
disposition. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-69815. By order of Au- 
. gust 31, 1967, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Port Terminal 
Transport, Ine., Long Beach, Calif., of 
certificate of registration No. MC—868 
(Sub-No. 5) evidencing a right to engage 
in interstate or foreign commerce, issued 
April 23, 1965, to Signal Trucking Serv- 
ice, Ltd., Los Angeles, Calif., covering the 
transportation of: Automobiles, between 
specified points in California. Arthur H. 
Glanz, 639 South Spring. Street, Los 
Angeles, Calif. 90014, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69818. By order of Au- 
gust 31, 1967, the Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to Clifford Broman 
& Son, Inc., Farmingdale, N.Y., of the 
operating rights in certificates — Nos. 
MC-123414 and MC-123414 (Sub-No. 1) 
issued June 7, 1961, and October 5, 1962, 
respectively; to South Shore Motor 
Transportation Co., Inc., West Islip, N.Y., 
authorizing the transportation of agri- 
cultural commodities, fertilizer, fish, 
chemicals, grain, and petroleum prod- 
ucts, between specified points in Mary- 
land, New York, New Jersey, and 


Pennsylvania. Arthur J. Piken, 160 Ja- 
maica Avenue, Jamaica, N.Y. 11432, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69853. By order of Au- 
gust 30, 1967, . the Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to Charles F. Hill, 
Jr., doing business as Hill Bros., Mer- 

, of the operating rights 
in certificate. "No. MC-44182, issued 
March 20, 1957, to John J. Smith and 
William J. Smith, a partnership, doing 
business as W. W. Smith & Sons, Phila- 
delphia, Pa., authorizing the transporta- 
tion, over irregular routes, of forest 
products, lumber, lumber products, ply- 
wood, and wooden doors between various 
points in Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New 
York, Delaware, and Maryland. Alan 
Kahn, 1920 Two Penn Center Plaza, Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69864. By order of Au- 
gust 30, 1967, the Transfer Board 
approved the transfer to Daniel Trask 
and Warren A. Andriuzzo, a partnership, 
doing business as Direct Motor Trans- 


port, Los Angeles, Calif., of the operating ~ 


rights of Square Deal Trucking Corp., 
Gordon A. Geraci and John J. Doumakes, 
Trustees, Los Angeles, Calif., in certifi- 
cate of registration, No. MC-—120678 
(Sub-No. 1), issued March 18, 1964, au- 
thorizing the transportation, as a com- 
mon carrier, of general commodities, 
between all points in the Los Angeles 
basin territory, as described, and between 
points in the Los Angeles basin territory, 
on the one hand, and, points south 
thereof on and within 15 miles of US. 
Highways 101 and 101A to the California- 
Mexican border, on the other hand, as 
restricted. Donald Murchison, Esq 
211 South Beverly Drive, Beverly Hills, 
ae attorney for applicants. 

. MC-FC-69871. By order of Au- 
seas 30, 1967, the Tranfser Board 
approved the transfer to J. D. McCly- 
monds, Inc., Portersville, Pa., of the op- 
erating rights of J. D. McClymonds, 
Portersville, Pa., in certificate No. MC-— 
127476, issued June 22, 1966, authorizing 
the transportation, over irregular routes, 
of aluminum oxide and silicon carbide 
abrasive grains, in dump vehicles, from 
the plantsites of the Abrasive Products 
Co. in Upper Darby Township (Delaware 
County) and Hickory Township (Law- 
rence County), Pa., to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Colorado, Connecticut, Dela- 
ware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi- 
gan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New Mexico, New York, North Carolina, 
North’ Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Rhode 


Island, South Carolina, South Dakota, 
Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, 

West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and aluminum oxide 
and silicon carbide abrasive refuse and 
scrap, in dump vehicles, from the desti- 
nation points named above, to the plant- 
sites of the Abrasive Products Co. in 
Upper Darby Township (Delaware 
County) and Hickory Township (Law- 
rence County), Pa. Frederick L, Kiger, 
7823 Mount Carmel Road, Verona, Pa. 
15147, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69872. By order of Au- 
gust 30, 1967, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Alice M. Hunt, 
doing business as American & Pointe Van 
& Storage Co., Grosse Pointe, Mich., of 
the operating rights of Leonard J. 
Spanick and Alice Hunt Spanick, a part- 
nership, doing business as American & 
Pointe Van & Storage Co., Grosse Pointe, 
Mich., in certificate No. MC—59725, issued 
July 16, 1964, authorizing the transporta- 
tion of household goods, over irregular 
routes, between points in Wayne, Oak- 
land, and Macomb Counties, Mich., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
and New York. James F. Schouman, 384 
Penobscot Building, Detroit, Mich. 48226, 
attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-69878. By order of Au- 
gust 31, 1967, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to S T X INC. (a 
Delaware corporation) , doing business as 
Spotswood Trail Express, Redbone Road, 
Chester Springs, Pa. 19425, of the oper- 
ating rights of Frederick Phillips, doing 
business as Spotswood Trail Express, 
Redbone Road, Chester Springs, Pa., in 
corrected certificate No. MC—123065 and 
certificate No. MC-123065 (Sub-No. 2), 
issued January 4, 1961, and October 21, 
1966, respectively, authorizing the trans- 
portation, over irregular routes, of new 
furniture, from Hudson, N.C., to points 
in Connecticut, Massachusetts, New Jer- 
sey, New York, Pennsylvania, and Rhode 
Island, and prefabricated houses and 
parts thereof and new furniture, from 
McGaheysville, Va., to points in Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Dela- 
ware, Maryland, West Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Ohio, Tennes- 
see, Michigan, and the District of Co- 
lumbia, and furniture parts, from Lex- 
ington, N.C., and Darlington, 8.C., to Mc- 
Gaheysville, Va.; 


[SEAL] H. Neti Garson, 


Secretary. 
[P.R. Doc. 67-10515; Filed, Sept. 7, 1967; 
° 8:49 a.m.] 
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